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ABSTRACT
The purpose of this study is to survey and analyze 
the status of speech in the public secondary schools of 
Louisiana for the period 1964-69* The problem concerns
(1) what constitutes the speech course, (2) what are the 
qualifications of the speech teachers, (3) what trends 
are developing in secondary school speech programs within 
the state, and (4) how does the speech programs of Louisi­
ana compare with studies of similar programs in other 
states. Data for this study was obtained by examining the 
Principal's Annual Reports deposited in the State Depart­
ment of Education in Baton Rouge, and by sending question­
naires to the secondary schools providing speech as a 
curricular subject in this state. Previous studies con­
ducted in other states between 1960-69 are reviewed for 
comparison with the findings of this study.
The most significant findings of this study concern 
the extent of speech offerings, and the number of students 
enrolled in speech as a curricular Bubject in Louisiana 
public secondary schools. Schools offering speech as a 
curricular subject increased in number from 1964-69 by 
more than 12#. However, relatively few students enrolled
viii
in speech as a classroom subject during this same period. 
Only 6.8# of the state’s entire public secondary school 
population was enrolled in a curricular speech course in 
1968-69. In comparison with other Southern states fewer 
Louisiana secondary schools provided speech as a curricular 
subject than secondary schools in all states surveyed in 
the ten year period with the exception of Alabama. In 
relationship to the reported findings of surveys conducted 
in the Northeast, Midwest, and West, Louisiana’s curricular 
speech offerings show definite needs. The speech programs 
of Louisiana compare closely with those in Ohio and 
Nebraska, but are not nearly as extensive as those in the 
West or the Northeast.
Speech is taught throughout the state but most often 
in heavily populated parishes. A relatively small number 
of schools with an enrollment of 200 or less offer the 
basic or general speech course on alternating years. The 
majority of schools offer one speech course for two 
semesters in grades 9-12. The speech teachers of Louisiana 
are well-trained with over 85# certified (18 semester 
hours) by the State Department of Education. A majority 
of speech teachers in this state have taught speech for 
less than five years with over 20# teaching their first 
year. Public secondary school teachers in Louisiana seldom 
affiliate themselves with professional speech organizations
Pew trends developed in speech as a curricular 
offering in this state during the period of this survey. 
Speech as a curricular subject has expanded however and 
has experienced its greatest expansion in schools with 
enrollments of 200-500 students. The basic speech course 
has developed around a core of subject areas which include 
extemporaneous speaking, interpretation, discussion, drama, 
and original oratory. This core has developed partially 
as a result of the Guide for the Teaching of Speech in 
Louisiana High Schools distributed by the State Department 
of Education. Secondary speech education in Louisiana is 
comparable to that of most other states in areas taught, 




Speech has been considered one of the most important 
factors in civilization. Through words, thoughts and ex­
periences are transmitted from one human being to another, 
and in this manner one generation builds upon the facili­
ties laid by those preceding it.1
Surveys of speech education have appeared occasion­
ally since the early 1920*s. These studies have varied 
from local to national in scope. Most have sought to 
evaluate status and trends, quantity of offerings, and 
classroom speech instruction. This Information concerning 
the teaching of speech in high schools has served to some 
degree those who plan and direct teacher training and high 
school curricula. The present study grows out of an 
interest to determine the status and extent of speech 
offerings in the public secondary schools of Louisiana.
^•Paul J. Ritter, "Speech Education in the Public 
Secondary Schools with Emphasis on the Training of Teachers 
of Speech,'* Speech Monographs, IV (December, 1937), p« 135*
The Problem
Teachers of speech in Louisiana* and those who con­
cern themselves with teacher training and curricular 
planning, have a limited source of materials from which to 
view the existing speech program in the public secondary 
schools of this state. Studies conducted in Louisiana 
need updating and expanding, thus giving rise to this 
study. The purpose of this study is to survey and analyze 
the status of speech in the Negro and white public second­
ary schools of Louisiana for the period of 196**-69.
During the period surveyed public secondary education in 
Louisiana was predominantly segregated. In order to gain 
an over-all picture of speech education in Louisiana, it 
was necessary to consider records and schools classified 
both Negro and white. The combined findings from the sur­
veys indicate the existing status of speech education in 
the public secondary schools of this state. The problem 
concerns (1) what constitutes the speech course, (2) what 
are the qualifications of the speech teachers, (3) what
2Gaye Carroll, "A Survey of Speech Education in 
Grades 9-12 in Louisiana" (unpublished Master's thesis, 
Louisiana State University, Baton Rouge, 1963)*
Woody G. Brown, "A Survey of Speech Education in the 
Louisiana Public High Schools, 1965-66" (unpublished 
Master's thesis, East Texas State College, Commerce, 1967)
Cornelius J. Delphin, "A Survey of Speech Education 
in the Negro High Schools of Louisiana, 1966-67" (un­
published Master's thesis, Louisiana State University, 
Baton Rouge, 1967).
trends are developing in secondary school speech programs 
within the state» and (4) how does the speech programs of 
Louisiana compare with studies of similar programs in 
other states?
Specifically, the following questions will he 
answered*
A. What is the quantity and kind of academic speech 
being taught in Louisiana public secondary 
schools?
1) What schools offer speech courses?
2) How many units of speech are offered at 
these schools?
3) How many speech classes are taught in each 
unit?
4) What is the number of students attending 
speech classes?
5) Is speech as a course elective or required?
B. What are the. professional duties and qualifi­
cations of the teachers in academic and extra­
curricular speech activities?
1) What is the background and training of the 
speech teacher, as to degrees held, under­
graduate major and minor, hours of speech 
training, and years of teaching experience?
2) What extracurricular speech activities are 
offered, that the teacher assists in, and in 
what manner?
C. What trends, if any, have developed in the high 
schools of the state in the last five years?
1) Has the number of speech courses increased?
2) Does the fundamental speech course include 
similar aspects among the various schools?
3) What notable segments have been deleted or 
added to the basic speech course?
4) How does the position of speech in 1969 com­
pare with its position in 1964?
D. How does Louisiana’s public secondary school 
speech program compare with that of the other 
states, in which similar studies have been con­
ducted?
Procedure
In order to determine what schools offer speech, in 
any form in Louisiana, the Principal’s Annual Reports for 
the years 1964— 69, deposited in the State Department of 
Education in Baton Rouge, were examined* These reports are 
grouped together according to parish and specifically yield 
information as toi (1) what subjects are offered at each 
school, (2) the amount of credit given for each course 
offered, (3) the number, names, and degrees of all teachers 
in the schools, (40 the subjects taught by each teacher and 
number of students in each class, (5) the condition of the 
school plant, its age and needs for over-all improvement of 
the school program* It was possible for the following
information to be secured from these reportsi
1) what schools offer speech and at what levels,
2) the enrollment of each school,
3) the number, names and degrees of the teachers of 
speech in each school, and
4-) the nature of speech taught.
A questionnaire was prepared, designed to secure 
additional information not available in the State Department 
records from each of the schools offering speech as an 
academic course. The questionnaire provided information as 
to *
1) the approximate length of time the student spends 
in performance,
2) the areas taught in the basic speech course,
3) the area in which the greatest amount of time is 
spent in teaching,
4-) the title, author, and copyright date of the 
textbooks used in the various speech courses 
taught in that school,
5) whether or not competitive speech programs with 
other schools are offered, and if so what type,
6) how many years the speech teacher has taught 
speech,
7) what was the undergraduate major and minor of 
the speech teacher,
8) how many hours of speech training does the speech 
teacher have to her credit, and
6
9) how speech as a course has changed, where the
speech teacher is presently employed, in the last 
five years.
Previous studies conducted in other states, as well 
as those conducted in Louisiana, were consulted in order to 
provide the "best type of questionnaire to utilize. The 
questionnaire-^ designed, an explanatory cover letter, and a 
self addressed stamped envelope were mailed to 88 Negro and 
180 white junior and senior high schools throughout the 
state. The materials were sent to the speech teacher of 
each school. If more than one teacher of speech was indi­
cated, additional copies of the section of the question­
naire concerning "teacher information'* was enclosed for 
completion. From the initial mailing, twenty-eight, or 
31.8% of the Negro schools, and one hundred-six, or 58*8% 
of the white schools returned the questionnaire. Four 
weeks after the first mailing, a second notice was sent to 
the remaining sixty Negro and seventy-four white schools 
which had not replied. Twenty-two of the Negro and forty- 
two of the white schools responded to this second request.
A total return of fifty, or 56.8% of the Negro and one 
hundred forty-eight, or 82.2% of the white schools was 
received. The total return for all schools of 268 ques­
tionnaires sent was 196 returns for 73*1%. The figures
3a copy of the questionnaire and two cover letters 
are included in the Appendix.
indicate the number of schools replying hut do not indicate 
the total number of teacher responses. See Table I for a 
complete breakdown of this information.
Studies of a similar nature have for the most part 
been based on a percentage of return less than that men­
tioned. A study in Georgia^ had only 30# usable return.
One in the Central District of Missouri"* is based on 61# 
return while a similar study in Indiana^ received a 60# 
reply to the questionnaire used. In a study in New York'
58# of the questionnaires were returned, while the returnspin the State of Washington were 74# of the total requested.
QA study conducted in Michigan with an 83# return of 1,825
^G. Robert Spell, "A Survey and Analysis of Public 
Secondary School Speech In Georgia” (unpublished Master’s 
thesis, University of Georgia, Athens, 1967).
^Roxanne Plapp, "A Survey of Speech Education in the 
Public High Schools of the Central District of Missouri" 
(unpublished Master's thesis, Central Missouri State 
College, Warrensburg, 1967)*
^Donald K. Orban, "A Survey of Speech Education in 
the Secondary Schools of Indiana” (unpublished Master's 
thesis, Indiana University, Indianapolis, I96I).
^Mardel Ogilvie, "The Status of Speech in Secondary 
Schools* A Symposium,” The Speech Teacher. XVIII 
(January, 1969)* p. 39*
®Remo P. Faust and Robert W. Vogelsang, "The Status 
of Speech in High Schools of the State of Washington,” The 
Speech Teacher. XVIII (January, 1969)* p. 50.
^Sharon A. Ratliffe and Deldee M. Herman, "The 
Status of Speech in High Schools of Michigan,” The Speech 










Initial 88 28 31.875
Follow-up 60 22 36.675
Total 88 50 56.875
WHITE PUBLIC SECONDARY
Initial 180 106 58. 8#
Follow-up ?4 42 56.775
Total 180 148 82.275
TOTALS FOR ALL PUBLIC SCHOOLS
Initial 268 134 50 . 075
Follow-up 13^ 62 46.275
Total 268 196 73*196
schools contacted was the only study found with a percent­
age of return significantly higher than that of this study. 
On the basis of a total return of 73*1^ of the question­
naires sent, the writer felt that this was a satisfactory 
number upon which to base this study.
SURVEY OF RELATED STUDIES
Surveys of public secondary school speech have been 
conducted throughout the nation since the early 1920*s. 
These early surveys yield findings that differ greatly 
from those conducted in the last ten years. The greatest 
area of difference in these early studies and those of 
today is found in the number of courses offered, number of 
students enrolled in the courses, and the number of teach­
ers engaged in teaching the courses.
Since i960, several studies comparable to this one 
have been conducted in the United States. These studies 
have been conducted at the masters and doctoral level, as 
well as independent efforts on the part of others, and 
sought to expand the knowledge of speech education at the 
secondary school level. They cover a diverse segment of 
the nation and allow a broad over-all view of public 
secondary speech education. The most notable aspect of 
these studies is the period of time covered by each survey. 
Most view public secondary school speech within an academic 
year. The present study differs from those studies men­
tioned. A five year period of time is surveyed in order to
10
view status and trends of speech education in Louisiana's 
secondary school system.
It was felt by the writer that a review of surveys 
conducted from i960 to the present would offer findings 
comparable to the present study. This section will deal 
with research surveying areas other than Louisiana as well 
as those concerned with speech education within the state.
Studies Outside Louisiana
Donald K. Orban, in "A Survey of Speech Education in 
the Secondary Schools of Indiana" (unpublished Master's 
thesis, Indiana University, Indianapolis, 1961),^° secured 
information from four hundred twenty-six schools (60^ of 
the total) in order to determine (1) what constitutes the 
speech curriculum, (2) what is the content of the speech 
course, (3) how well qualified is the speech teacher, and 
(4) what is the nature of the extracurricular speech 
offerings in the various secondary schools of Indiana.
In "A Survey of Speech Education in the Secondary 
Schools of Nebraska" (unpublished Master's thesis, Uni­
versity of Nebraska, Lincoln, 1962),3”*- Prank A. Hunter 
sought information of the 277 secondary schools of that
Orban, on. cit.
11 Frank A. Hunter, "A Survey of Speech Education in 
the Secondary Schools of Nebraska" (unpublished Master's 
thesis, University of Nebraska, Lincoln, 1962).
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state (1) to determine what speech courses were being 
taught and whether elective or required, (2) to determine 
the extent of speech education being taught in connection 
with other courses, (3) to determine the amount of speech 
training being given students in the secondary schools, 
and (^) to determine the academic training of teachers of 
speech.
In 1963, Marie Ann Dulzer completed "A Survey of 
Speech Education Activities in the Secondary Schools of 
Arizona” (unpublished Master*s thesis, University of 
Arizona, Tucson, 1963)*^ In this study she determined
(1) the qualifications of Arizona speech teachers, (2) the 
extent of speech education in Arizona, (3) the areas 
covered in the high school speech course (class), and (*0 
the extent of extracurricular speech activity in Arizona 
secondary schools.
Kathryn T. Schoen, in her "Perceptions of Speech 
Education in Ohio Secondary Schools” (unpublished Ph.D 
thesis, Ohio State University, Columbus, 1965)j^ sought 
information from Ohio’s 661 secondary schools* This survey 
secured data with reference to (1) the availability of
•*-2Marie Ann Dulzer, ”A Survey of Speech Education 
Activities in the Secondary Schools of Arizona” (unpub­
lished Master's thesis, University of Arizona, Tucson, 
1963).
^Kathryn T. Schoen, "Perceptions of Speech Education 
in Ohio Secondary Schools" (unpublished Ph.D thesis, Ohio 
State University, Columbus, 1965)*
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speech as a curricular offering to all secondary school 
students, (2) what percent of students per school were in­
volved in speech programs, (3) the professional training 
and teaching load of the speech teacher, (4-) the content of 
course offerings for the total speech program, and (5) what 
facilities and equipment exist for the teaching of curricu­
lar speech.
Sharon Ratliffe and Deldee Herman surveyed the status 
of speech in the high schools of Michigan,^ in 196$-6 6 , A 
questionnaire was sent to all principals of “both public and 
non-public secondary schools, designed to secure infor­
mation related to (1) the speech teacher, her duties, major 
and minor field of study, and professional affiliations,
(2) the basic speech course, its content, textbooks used, 
whether required or elective, and the availability to 
junior high school students, and (3) the type of extra­
curricular speech activities by the secondary schools of 
the state. Ratliffe and Herman made use of two prior 
studies by Carruth D and Sattler of speech education in 
Michigan to compare their findings obtained from 83^ of the
^Ratliffe and Herman, o£. eit.
^Hayden K* Carruth, "Curricular Speech in Michigan 
High Schools" (unpublished Ph.D thesis, University of 
Michigan, Ann Arbor, 1955)*
J o h n  c. Sattler, "A Survey of Curricular Speech in 
Michigan's Public Accredited High Schools" (unpublished 
Master's thesis, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, 1963).
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1,825 secondary schools of that state.
17Thomas R. McManus and Charles R. Petrie, f of the 
State University of New York at Buffalo, undertook a major 
study of speech education in Ohio high schools, 1965-66. 
This study compares the status of speech education in 19^8 
with speech education in the fall of 1965- Information for 
the study was secured through (1) an examination of the 
high school principals reports submitted to the State 
Department of Education, and (2) a questionnaire about the 
basic speech course mailed to the speech teachers of the 
various schools. This study surveys (1) the amount and 
type of speech course offerings in all secondary schools,
(2) the number of speech teachers, their academic training, 
and years of teaching experience, and (3) the speech 
teaching load of secondary school teachers in Ohio.
In "A Survey and Analysis of Public Secondary School
Speech in Georgia" (unpublished Master's thesis, Univer-
18sity of Georgia, Athens, 1967), Robert Spell sought to 
(1) examine the duties and qualifications of Georgia’s 
public secondary school teachers of speech, (2) the cur­
ricular and extracurricular speech program in Georgia’s 
high schools, and (3) the speech facilities within these
•^Thomas R. McManus and Charles R. Petrie, "Speech 
Education in Ohio High Schools, 1965-66," The Ohio Speech 
Journal. V (1967), p. 9.
l^Spell, 0£. cit.
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same secondary schools. Of the 430 questionnaires mailed, 
128 or 30# of the response was usable.
In a thesis, "A Survey of Speech Education in the 
Public High Schools in the Central District of Missouri” 
(unpublished Master's thesis, Central Missouri State 
College, ffarrensburg, 196?),^^ Roxanne Plapp considered 
(1) the basic speech course, number of semesters offered, 
required or elective, and course content, (2) the extent of 
speech offerings in the secondary schools, (3) the degree 
of student participation in speech activities, (4) the 
extracurricular speech offerings, and (5) the academic 
background of speech teachers. One hundred-ten schools 
were surveyed with 61# return received.
In a study of speech in the secondary schools of New 
Y o r k , M a r d e l  Ogilvie reported that in keeping with the 
request of the Secondary School Interest Group of the 
Speech Association of America, questionnaires were sent to 
all principals of public high schools of New York State to 
discover, (1) whether the high schools employed certified 
teachers of speech, and if so, how many, (2) whether the 
high school requires a speech course for graduation, amount 
of credit given, and at what level it is offered, (3) 
whether the school offers electives in speech, and if so,
^piapp, o£. cit. 
^Ogilvie, on. cit.
what electives, and (4) whether the school employs trained 
coaches of dramatics and debate. Six hundred-two question­
naires were mailed with three hundred fifty, or 57^ of the 
teachers responding.
The status of speech and drama education in the secon­
dary schools of the state of Washington21 was determined in 
a survey involving two questionnaires sent to speech 
teachers in the 1965-66 school year. The first question­
naire was sent to 433 teachers in 281 secondary schools 
with a 65^ response. The questionnaire sought information 
concerning (1) the speech teachers education background, 
years of teaching experience, courses taught, (2) extra­
curricular speech, including facilities for these offer­
ings, and (3) the role which the teacher training institute 
played in supplying the needs of speech teachers in public 
secondary school. A second in depth questionnaire was sent 
to 68 teachers, 74^ of which responded, and sought (1) to 
determine the status of speech courses in the high school 
curriculum, and (2) to determine the facilities for speech 
activities in secondary schools.
A survey was taken to determine the nature and extent
22of secondary speech education in Massachusetts in 1968.
21 Fausti and Vogelsang, op. cit.
22Richard A. Sinzinger, "Speech Programs in Massach­
usetts High Schools," The Speech Teacher, XVIII (September, 
1969), p. 213.
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Richard A. Sinzinger, using a -two page questionnaire, 
secured from the 259 public high schools information about 
their speech programs. The questionnaire was designed to 
gather basic information concerning (1) the nature of the 
existing speech programs in the various schools, including 
the semesters taught, (2) the content offerings of the 
basic speech course, (3) the qualifications of the faculty 
members teaching speech courses, including major and minor 
at both graduate and undergraduate level, and (̂ ) the type 
of extracurricular speech offerings by the secondary 
schools with curricular speech.
The theses and surveys referred to as "Studies Out­
side Louisiana" represent studies of differing aspects 
conducted throughout the nation. Though they differ to 
some degree, most deal with curricular offerings, extra­
curricular activities, academic preparation of speech 
teachers, and speech facilities.
Louisiana Studies
Three studies have been conducted in Louisiana that 
survey public secondary school speech. All have basic 
similarities to those conducted in other states. In 19^3 
Gaye Carroll,^ and in 19^7 Woody Brown,^ sought to survey
^Carroll, op. cit. 
Brown, op. cit.
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speech education in Louisiana white public secondary 
schools. Cornelius Delphin J conducted a similar study in 
1967 in the Negro public secondary schools of this state.
The first of these studies, "A Survey of Speech Edu­
cation in Grades 9-12 in Louisiana" (unpublished Master*s 
thesis, Louisiana State University, Baton Rouge, 1963)* 
attempted to determine (1) what schools offered speech and 
to what degree, (2) what constituted the speech course,
(3) what teaching aids and speech facilities were used, and 
(fr) what is the background and training of the speech 
teacher.
This study, being the first of its kind conducted in 
Louisiana, does not indicate trends in secondary school 
speech nor does it give a complete or accurate picture of 
speech in this state because it views only white public 
school speech. Carroll determined that 30% of Louisiana's 
35^ white public secondary schools offered speech. Seven­
teen parishes offered no curricular speech, while only 9*5^ 
of the students enrolled in speech courses in parish 
schools with speech offerings. The results of this study 
disclosed that Louisiana had the lowest percentage of high 
schools offering speech, of all the states examined, with 
the exception of Mississippi.
In a study entitled "A Survey of Speech Education in
^Delphin, o£, cit.
the Negro High Schools of Louisiana* 1966-67" (unpublished 
Master's thesis, Louisiana State University, Baton Rouge, 
1967), Cornelius Delphin studied (1) the utilization of 
speech aids and facilities, (2) the objectives of the basic 
speech course, and (3) the academic background of Negro 
speech teachers in Louisiana. This study, patterned after 
the Carroll work, revealed that 41% of the 168 Negro high 
schools in Louisiana offered speech courses. Twenty-two 
parishes offered no speech to its Negro students, while 
only 8% of the Negro students in parishes offering speech 
were enrolled in the courses. Like the Carroll study, this 
survey gives only a partial view of speech education in 
Louisiana.
In I967, Woody Brown completed "A Survey of Speech 
Education in Louisiana Public High Schools, 1965-66" (un­
published Master's thesis, East Texas State College, 
Commerce, 1967). He studied (1) the status of classroom 
speech instruction in Louisiana public high schools, (2) 
the status of speech activities, and (3) the observable 
differences in the patterns of speech education among 
schools of various sizes in Louisiana. This study made use 
of a sampling of public high schools with an enrollment 
greater than fifty students. The sample was composed of 
ninety-three of the 187 existing schools with an enrollment 
greater than fifty. Data was obtained by means of a 
questionnaire, sent to the speech teacher of each school. 
The results of this study, of selected high schools,
indicate 80$ of the responding schools offered some type of 
speech course. Eleven percent of the total school popu­
lation of the responding schools was enrolled in curricular 
speech. Schools with 400 population and over accounted for 
the majority of this percentage. The results of this sur­
vey, within the limits imposed by the design of the study, 
fails to present a true picture of speech education as it 
exists in this state. No reference is made to the teaching 
of speech at the ninth grade level in junior high schools. 
The survey makes use of a sample of the high schools which 
offer curricular speech in this state, and these only at 
the white public school level.
Each of the studies conducted in Louisiana's public 
secondary schools have viewed speech for only one year of 
academic study. Two of the studies were conducted in white 
public schools while the third surveyed speech at the Negro 
schools. Apparently no study has been conducted combining 
both Negro and white speech offerings in this state. 
Additionally, none of the earlier mentioned studies of 
speech in Louisiana attempted to view speech for more than 
one academic year, thus indicating nothing of trends that 
might be taking place in public secondary school speech. A 
study of speech for a five year period, including all 
public secondary schools, seems needed in Louisiana.
CHAPTER II
PRESENTATION OP RESEARCH FINDINGS
It is the purpose of this chapter to answer the first 
three of the four general questions posed in Chapter I* 
These questions will he answered through the presentation 
of data collected pertaining to each. Question four will 
he presented in Chapter III. This information was secured 
from an examination of the Principal's Annual Reports and 
a questionnaire sent to each of Louisiana's secondary 
school speech teachers.
During the period of time covered in this survey, the 
public school system of Louisiana was predominantly segre­
gated. In order to present a complete picture of public 
secondary speech education in this state, both Negro and 
white schools are combined in this survey. The writer has 
divided his findings according to schools predominantly 
Negro and those predominantly white. Combined totals of 
all findings are also included with the separate totals for 
Negro and white schools. It is intended that the
*1 The Principal's Annual Reports deposited in the 
State Department of Education, Baton Rouge (196^-69).
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presentation of material in this manner will not only 
better indicate trends in public secondary school speech 
but will present a more accurate picture of speech as it 
presently exists in this state.
A. What is the quantity and kind of academic speech 
being taught in Louisiana public secondary schools?
Schools Offering Speech Course
Schools offering speech in Louisiana have increased 
steadily in number since 196^. In that year, 221 (33#) of 
670 public secondary schools provided speech as an academic 
subject. This offering was increased in 1965 and 1966. In 
1965, speech offerings were available in 250 (37*7#) 
schools and Increased to 257 (38.1#) in 1966* The percent­
age of increase (.53#) during these two years, was the 
smallest increase in speech offerings in the five year 
period surveyed. By 1968, 28*1- of 655 schools provided 
speech, and the number increased to 294- schools in 1969* 
During the five year scope of this study, speech offerings 
throughout the state increased by 12.5#* This increase in 
speech offerings occurred in Negro and white schools at 
both the junior and senior high levels, as is indicated in 
Table II.
Speech offered at the ninth grade level in junior 
high schools increased at a slower rate than speech offer­
ings at the senior high level. Twenty-five percent of the
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151 junior highs provided speech in 1964. In the years 
1965 and 1966, speech offerings in these schools increased 
only 1 # per year. By the school year 1967-68, 49 of the 
140 junior highs offered the "basic speech course. This 
offering was expanded slightly (1.2#) in 1968-69- Negro 
junior high schools provided the fundamental speech course 
more frequently than did the white. It should he noted 
that the number of existing Negro junior high schools in 
this state have decreased each year from 1964-69, while the 
number offering speech has remained unchanged.
The size of the secondary school played an important 
role in the offering of speech as a course. In 1964, 7# of 
schools with an enrollment of 1-100 provided speech as a 
curricular subject. This percentage was increased to 11.5# 
in 1965 but was a direct result of the consolidation of a 
number of these small schools. Ten schools offered speech 
as a course in 1966-67# and 14 in 1967-68, and 68-69, Due 
to the continued reduction of these schools the percent 
offering speech is not consistent. In 1969# 12.6$ of these 
schools taught speech as a fundamental course.
Schools with enrollments of 101-200 offered speech 
more frequently than did the smaller schools. In 1964, 
speech was provided in 16# of the 134 schools with this 
enrollment. This percentage increased in 1965 (18.5$)# but 
dropped to 16# in 66-67, to 14# in 67-68, and climbed back 
to 16# in 68-69. Thirty-nine percent of Louisiana's public 
secondary schools had enrollments of 200 or less in 1964.
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Through school closing and consolidation, these small 
schools have decreased in number. Less than 3 of Louisi­
ana's public school population was made up of this group in 
1969.
Speech is often omitted for a variety of factors in 
the small school. The most often stated factors include: 
(1) an enrollment too small to justify the course, (2) no 
one certified to teach the course, (3) few requests for the 
course to be taught, and (if) speech is taught as a part of 
the English course. Speech is thus provided in many of 
these small schools on an alternating basis, if provided at 
all. Eight schools indicated that speech would be taught
pon alternating years in 1964— 65» 65-66, 67-68, and 68-69* 
This action accounts to some degree for the varying number 
of schools that offered speech in the enrollment range of 
1-200 from 1964— 69.
Schools with enrollments larger than 200 account for 
most speech taught in the public secondary schools of 
Louisiana. Forty-four percent of schools between the en­
rollment of 200-500 offered speech in 1964-. The schools 
offering speech in this enrollment range increased to 63# 
by 1969. Schools with enrollments between 500-1000, and 
1001-2000 provided speech courses in 885$ of the schools in 
1964-. Schools in this same population group increased
2 Ibid
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speech as an offering to include over 90% of their total 
number in 1969. Schools with enrollments in excess of 2000 
offered speech as a curricular course in all schools during 
the years 64— 68. In 1968-69* speech was not provided in 
one of these schools in this enrollment range, but was 
provided in all others.
Table III shows speech course offerings by school 
enrollment. Negro schools provided a speech course to a 
lesser degree than White. In all enrollment categories, in 
every year surveyed, with the exception of 1968-69* the 
percentage of Negro schools providing speech increased.
The rate of increase was not as great as that of white 
schools, with the exception of I968-69. In schools with 
enrollments of 1000-2000, Negro schools provided a higher 
percent of speech offerings than white schools. By 1969* 
all Negro schools in this group provided speech as a 
curricular offering. White schools in the same enrollment 
group offered the speech course in only 857° of the cases.
Parishes With No Speech Course Offerings
Most speech courses are offered in Louisiana's public 
schools in parishes with large populations. The less 
populated rural parish offers speech in the larger schools 
which have, for the most part, been an outgrowth of con­
solidation. This offering is not as extensive as that of 
parishes with large populations. Schools predominantly 
White, in these sparsely populated parishes, were more
25
TABLE II-A





64-65 183 519 35-2665-66 211 513 41.12
66-67 212 509 41.65
67-68 235 515 45.6368-69 245 514 47.66
Junior Highs
64-65 38 151 25.1565-66 39 149 26.1766-67 45 164 27.44
67-68 49 140 35*0068-69 49 144 34.02
Combined Schools
64-65 221 670 32.9865-66 250 662 37.76
66-67 257 673 38.1967-68 284 655 43.3668-69 294 658 44.68
*As reported in the Principal's Annual Reports
deposited in the State Department of Education.
**As reported in the Louisiana State Department of
Education Bulletins, "Annual Report, Sessions 64-69."
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TABLE II-B 










64-65 50 166 30.126 5-66 65 166 40.9666-67 68 169 40.2367-68 78 166 46.98
68-69 81 I65 51.51
Junior Highs
64-65 11 41 26.8265-66 10 39 25.6466-67 10 41 24.3967-68 10 27 37.0368-69 10 26 38.46
Combined Schools
64-65 61 207 29.6465-66 75 205 36.5866-67 78 210 37.3*67-68 88 193 45.5868-69 91 191 47.64
*As reported in the Principal's Annual Reports
deposited in the State Department of Education.
**As reported in the Louisiana State Department of
Education "bulletin, "Annual Report, Sessions 64-69*"
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TABLE II-C 










1964-65 133 353 37.6?1965-66 146 3^7 42.071966-67 144 340 42.351967-68 157 3^9 44.98
1968-69 164 3^9 46.99
Junior Highs
1964-65 2? 110 24.541965-66 29 110 26.36
1966-67 35 123 28.451967-68 39 113 34.51
1968-69 39 118 33.05
Combined Schools
1964-65 160 463 34.551965-66 175 ^57 38.511966-67 179 463 38.661967-68 196 462 42.421968-69 203 467 43.46
*As reported in the Principals Annual Reports
deposited in the State Department of Education.
**As reported in the Louisiana State Department of
Education bulletin, "Annual Report, Sessions 64-69."
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TABLE 111-A









6*4— 65 8 134 7*2065-66 15 130 11,530-100 66-67 10 125 8.0067-68 14 119 11.7668-69 14 111 12.61
64-65 20 125 16.0065-66 21 119 17*64101-200 66-67 20 124 16.1367-68 17 120 14.1668-69 21 127 16.53
64-65 67 151 44.3765-66 79 147 53*74201-500 66-67 76 148 51.3567-68 92 151 60.9268-69 95 151 62.91
64-65 54 68 79.4165-66 56 70 80.00501-1000 66-67 61 66 92.4267-68 62 73 84.9368-69 62 74 83.78
64-6565-66 3032 12
90.9080.001001-2000 66-67 36 39 92.3167-68 44 47 100.0068-69 47 53 88.67
64-65 4 4 100.0065-66 7 7 100.002001 and 66-67 7 7 100.00above 67-68 6 6 100.00
68-69 6 7 85.71
*As reported in the Principal's Annual Reports 
deposited in the State Department of Education.
**As reported in the Louisiana State Department of 
Education bulletin, "Annual Report, Sessions 0*1-69."
TABLE III-B









64— 65 2 17 11.7665-66 2 16 12.500-100 66-67 2 16 12.5067-68 2 18 11.11
68-69 2 18 11.11
64— 65 5 37 13*5165-66 6 37 16.21101-200 66-67 7 4-1 17*0767-68 7 38 15*78
68-69 7 38 18.4-2
64— 65 19 70 27.1465-66 27 66 4-0.90201-500 66-67 22 69 31.7367-68 36 71 50.7068-69 36 67 53.73
64-65 16 30 53.3365-66 20 34- 58.85501-1000 66-67 25 30 83,3367-68 21 29 72.4-168-69 23 31 74.19
64-65 8 10 80.0065-66 8 11 72.72
1001-2000 66-67 10 11 90.9067-68 10 10 100.00
68-69 11 11 100.00
64-65 0 0 100.0065-66 2 2 100.002001 and 66-67 2 2 100.00above 67-68 1 1 100.0068-69 1 1 100.00
*As reported in the Principal's Annual Reports
deposited in the State Department of Education.
**As reported in the Louisiana State Department of
Education bulletin, "Annual Report, Sessions 64— 69."
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TABLE III-C









64-65 6 11? 5.1265-66 13 114 11.400-100 66-67 8 109 7.9267-68 12 101 13-48
68-69 12 93 12.90
64-65 15 88 17.0465-66 15 82 18.28101-200 66-67 13 83 15.6667-68 10 82 12.19
68-69 14 89 15.73
64-65 48 81 59.2565-66 52 81 64.19201-500 66-67 54 79 68.3567-68 56 80 70.00
68-69 59 84 70.23
64-65 38 38 100.0065-66 36 36 100.00501-1000 66-67 36 36 100.0067-68 41 44 93.18
68-69 39 43 85.71
64-65 22 23 95.6965-66 24 29 82.751001-2000 66-67 26 28 92.8567-68 33 36 91.6668-69 36 42 85.71
64-65 4 4 100.0065-66 5 5 100.002001 and 66-67 5 5 100.00above 67-68 5 5 100.0068-69 5 6 83.33
*As reported in the Principal's Annual Reports 
deposited in the State Department of Education.
**As reported in the Louisiana State Department of
Education bulletin, "Annual Report, Sessions 64-69."
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likely to offer speech than those classified as Negro. In 
1964-, thirty-five parishes offered no academic speech 
course to Negro school students. Six of these parishes 
added speech as a curricular offering in 1965-66. In
1966-67, twenty-eight parishes still did not provide speech 
as a course offering to the Negro school student. This 
number dropped to twenty-two (357°) in 67-68 and remained 
the same for 1968-69. The number of parishes providing 
speech to the Negro public secondary school student in­
creased from twenty-nine (4-57S), to forty-two (65#) 
parishes between 1964- and 19^9*
Ten parishes did not offer speech as a curricular 
subject in predominantly white schools in 1964-. Five still 
did not do so in 1969. Speech was not taught in any public 
secondary school in seven of Louisiana's sixty-four parishes 
in 1964— 65. These parishes were Allen, East Feliciana, 
Grant, Point Coupee, Red River, St. James, and St. John. 
Three parishes, East Feliciana, Point Coupee, and Red River, 
offered no public secondary speech course in 1969* A 
complete list of parishes not offering curricular speech in 
the public secondary schools between 1964— 69 can be found 
in Appendix B.
Units of Speech Offered and Taught
The State Board of Education in Louisiana authorizes
the public secondary schools to teach three elective
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pcourses in speech. These courses are scheduled by the 
individual school as Speech I* Speech II, and Speech III. 
Speech I, or speech fundamentals, is considered the basic 
speech course. This course should be scheduled at grade 
nine or grade ten.^ Schools establishing speech courses 
for the first time, or schools offering only one year of 
speech may offer Speech in any grade. It is suggested that 
one semester of Speech I is prerequisite to Speech II or 
Speech III. Speech II is designated as Interpretation and 
Drama, while Speech III includes Public Speaking, Debate,
itand Group Discussion.
Speech is a required course at only a few public 
secondary schools in the state. Only 10 of 196 schools 
contacted indicated that the basic speech course was taught 
as a required course. Five of the schools were predomi­
nantly Negro and five were white. In those schools having 
a required speech course, three schools required the course 
of all ninth grade students, one of these for only one 
semester or one-half unit of credit* two schools required 
speech of all tenth grade students* one school required 
speech of all eleventh grade students for one day a week
p^Louisiana State Department of Education, Bulletin 
102^ (Revised 1966), "Guide for the Teaching of Speech in 




for two semesters? one school required speech of all 
twelfth grade students? one school offered speech as a 
required subject to all eleventh or twelfth grade students? 
and one requires a speech course at some time during the 
high school career before graduation.
The speech course offered in Louisiana's public 
secondary school may be scheduled for a whole or half unit 
of credit. Ninety-eight percent of the high schools and 
100# of the junior highs offer speech for two semesters or 
one unit of credit. Pour schools in 1969 reported speech 
offered for only one semester. One school provides speech 
as a required course for all eleventh grade students for 
1/5 unit of credit. This course met one day per week for 
two semesters.
Among the schools providing speech, the number of 
classes and the type of speech taught by the public 
secondary school is related directly to the size of the 
school. Schools with enrollments of 200 or less provide 
the basic speech course most often. Four percent of these 
schools provided Speech II in 1964-65 and 65-66. This 
percent increased slightly in 1966-67* Only 6.9# of all 
speech courses offered by schools with populations of 200 
or less was at the Speech II level in 1969. No Speech III 
courses were taught in schools with enrollments under 500 
students in the years 1964 through 1969- The units of 
speech offered increased as the size of the school increased. 
Schools with populations of 200-500 increased their
offerings of Speech II from 7 (7&) in 196^* to 24 (18*5#) 
in 1969* The greatest number of schools providing all 
three speech units were those with enrollments above 500. 
Over 20# of schools between 500-1000 student population 
offered Speech II in 1964-65* 65-66 and 66-67* over 30# in 
67-68, and over 40$ in 68-69* Speech III offerings for 
this group ranged less than 10?5 of total speech offerings 
for the five years surveyed. Approximately 40% of the 
schools with 1000-2000 populations and over provided Speech 
II between the years of 1964 and 1969* Speech III 
offerings in these schools varied greatly in this same 
period surveyed. Negro schools provided Speech II courses 
to a greater degree than white schools between 1964-69* but 
offered Speech III in only two schools in 1966-67, and 
67-68 in any enrollment group. Junior highs offer only the 
fundamental or basic speech course for high school credit. 
Refer to Table IV for a complete listing of speech units 
offered by school enrollment. Separate listings of Negro 
and white school speech unit offerings are located in 
Appendix B.
The number of classes of speech taught by the public 
secondary school is also directly related to the size of 
the school. The average number of speech classes in 1964 
for the Negro public schools, with an enrollment of 1-100, 
was 1.0 classes per school, compared to 6.1 classes for 
schools with an enrollment of 1000-2000. During the same 
period white schools offered an average of 1.5 classes in
35
TABLE IV











... # i**64-65 10 9 90 - - - -**65-66 17 16 94 — - — -1-100 66-6? 14 14 100 - - — -
**67-68 17 16 94 - M - wm68-69 17 17 100 wm - — —
**64-65 24 22 91 1 4 _ _65-66 25 24 96 1 4 - -101-200 66-67 27 25 93 2 7 - -67-68 23 21 91 2 9 - _68-69 29 27 93 2 7 — —
64-65 97 90 93 7 7 — —65-66 109 95 86 13 13 - -201-500 66-67 103 85 82 17 12 - -67-68 130 108 83 21 16 — -
68-69 130 106 82 24 18 - -
64-65 55 33 70 17 21 5 965-66 58 39 67 16 28 3 5501-1000 66-67 62 43 69 17 27 2 367-68 64 39 61 20 31 5 868-69 65 33 51 27 41 5 8
64-65 31 3 10 14 45 14 4565-66 37 11 30 14 38 12 331001-2000 66-67 38 9 24 14 37 15 4067-68 44 12' 27 18 41 14 3268-69 4-7 9 19 21 45 17 36
64-65 4 3 75 1 2565-66 7 1 14 4 57 2 292001 and 66-67 7 1 14 1 14 5 71above 67-68 6 — — 3 50 3 5068-69 6 — 2 33 4 67
^Includes Junior High School Speech I offerings by 
enrollment#
**Indicates less than 100^ because one school offered
a half unit of credit for Speech I.
the smallest schools, to 9*8 classes in schools with over 
2000 students. By 1969* Negro public secondary schools had 
increased the number of speech classes taught per school to 
4.7 classes in schools with enrollments over 2000 students. 
The average number of classes taught in the small Negro 
school (1-100) remained unchanged (1.0 classes) between 
1964- and 19^9 •
The average number of speech courses offered at white 
schools with enrollments of 1-100 had declined from 1.5 
classes in 1964 to 1.0 classes in 1969* Schools with 
populations of 100-200 provided 1.0 classes of speech in 
1964 and increased this offering to only 1.2 classes by 
I969. Schools enrolling 200-500 students taught, an average 
of 1.4- classes of speech in 1964, increasing this number to 
1.6 classes in 1969* The larger schools with enrollments 
of 500-2000 had little change in the number of speech 
classes taught in these schools between 1964 and 19^9 • 
Schools classified with enrollments 500-1000 offered 2.6 
classes of speech per school during this five year period, 
while schools enrolling 1000-2000 students offered 5*2 
classes per day. Schools above 2000 students had a decline 
in the average number of speech classes taught during the 
period surveyed. In 1964-65 these schools taught an 
average of 9.8 speech classes. This number dropped to 8.0 
classes in 1965-66, to 7*2 classes in 66-67, and to 6.2 
classes per school in I969.
Public secondary schools in Louisiana have increased
the number of speech classes taught in the various schools 
in only one enrollment category. Schools with enrollments 
500-1000 provided an average of 2.4 classes of speech per 
day in 1964. These schools increased this number to only 
2*6 classes by 19&9- Though slight, this was the only 
increase in number of speech classes taught in any en­
rollment group in Louisiana. In all other enrollment 
groups, the number of classes taught remained approximately 
the same, except in schools enrolling over 2000 students. 
These schools have decreased the average number of speech 
classes from 9*8 classes per school in 1964 to 7.5 classes 
per school in 1969* Both the Negro and the white junior 
high school showed little change in the number of speech 
classes offered between 1964-69* In 1964, the average 
number of speech classes taught in any junior high school 
was 2.0 classes. While the number of classes of speech 
being taught in the junior high schools increased between 
1964 and 1969 so did the number of schools teaching the 
course. This increase in the number of schools teaching 
Speech I for the first time at the junior high level 
stabilized the average number of speech classes taught per 
school. The greatest change was noted between the years
1967-68 and 68-69. During 1967-68, 2.1 classes of speech 
were provided in junior highs offering speech as a course. 
This offering was reduced in number of classes in 1968-69 
to only 1.6 classes per school. Table V shows the number 
and type of speech class taught by enrollment in Louisiana
TABLE V
NUMBER AND TYPES OF SPEECH CLASSES BY ENROLLMENT
























1-100 7 1 3 15 0 0 11 0 0 14 0 0 14 0 0
101-200 21 1 0 22 1 0 20 2 0 17 2 0 21 1 0
201-500 86 9 3 86 13 2 114 18 0 12? 20 6 125 25 0
501-1000 101 22 4 103 18 2 135 22 0 130 28 4 128 30 3
1001-2000 121 24 9 126 31 13 124 3b :16 156 43 16 166 46 4
2001 and 
above 31 7
1 37 10 2 39 11 b 31 11 3 31 10 4
Junior
Highs 79
— — 80 — 95 — — 105 - — 80 —  —
VuOCO
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and Table VI gives a breakdown of the average number of 
speech classes per school. Refer to Appendix B for a 
complete breakdown of this information.
Students Attending Speech Classes
The average speech class size depends upon two 
variables, the nature of the course offered, and the size 
of the school according to enrollment. The average size of 
the basic course in high school for both Negro and white 
schools in 1969 was 23*8 students. This varies only 
slightly from the 24.2 class size in 1964. Beginning in 
the school year 1965-66 the average class size of the 
fundamental speech course declined. This reduction 
amounted to 1/10 of 1% per year through the 1968-69 school 
year. Negro high school Speech I classes averaged 24.6 
students per class in 1984. This average class size was 
reduced to 24.3 students in 1965-66, but increased in 
1966-67 to 25.3 students per Speech I class. In 1967-68 
this number dropped to 23.7 students but surpassed 24 
students per class in 1968-69. White high schools pro­
viding the fundamental speech course had an average class 
size of 24 in 1964-65 and 65-66. These classes dropped to 
near 23 students in 1966-67 and 67-68, and held only 22.5 
students in 1968-69. Junior high schools, both Negro and 
white, averaged slightly higher in their speech class size 
than high schools in the past five years. The average size 
in 1964-65 was 24.5 students and rose to 25*7 students in
TABLE VI



























1-100 11 15 11 14 14 8 15 10 14 14 1.4 1.0 1.1 1.0 1.0
101-200 22 23 22 19 22 20 21 20 17 21 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1
201-500 98 101 132 153 150 67 79 76 92 95 1.5 1.3 1*7 1.7 1.6
501-1000 127 123 157 162 161 54 56 61 62 62 2.4 2.2 2.6 2.6 2.6
1001-2000 154 170 174 215 2*4-0 30 32 36 44 47 5.1 5 0 4.8 4.9 5.1
2001 and 
above 39
49 5^ 45 45 4 7 7 6 6 9.8 7.0 7*7 7*5 7*5
Junior
Highs 79
80 95 105 80 38 39 45 *4-9 49 2.0 2.0 2.1 2.1 1.6
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1969* Negro junior highs had an average Speech I class 
size of 27.8 students in 1969 compared to 23.7 students in 
white junior highs.
Speech II, Interpretation and Drama, is offered less 
frequently than Speech I in Louisiana's public secondary 
schools. In 1964, 74 Speech II classes were offered in 
this state compared to 456 classes of Speech I. By 1969* 
547 Speech I and 112 Speech II classes were taught. Speech 
II class size averaged smaller (19.5) than Speech I (24.2) 
in 1964. The Speech II class size varied little in the 
next four years. In 19^9» the average class size was 19*4 
students. Though the average class size of Speech II 
remained fairly constant during the period of this survey, 
fluctuation did occur between Negro and white school speech 
class size. Negro classes of Speech II increased in 
average size from 19*5 (64-65) "to 22.8 students in 1965-66. 
Between 1966-67 and 68-69 the average size of this course 
decreased to 20.4 students per class. The average size of 
Speech II classes in the white public secondary schools 
dropped steadily from 1964-65 to 67-68. The size of these 
classes dropped from 19.6 (64-65) to 17.7 (67-68) students 
in this four year period of time. In 1969* the size of the 
Speech II classes in Louisiana white public secondary 
schools increased to 19*0 students per class.
Other speech courses offered in the secondary schools 
of Louisiana are usually offered by large high schools with 
enrollments of 1500 students and over. Both the number of
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classes and students are relatively few in number. See 
Table VII for complete information on average class size.
Students pursuing speech as a curricular course in 
Louisiana's public secondary schools comprised only 6.8# of 
the entire school population of this state in 1969* This 
is a slight decrease from the 7*2# of the students which 
enrolled in speech courses in 1967-68. Enrollment in 
speech courses in 1964 (6.36$) increased by roughly 3/10/6 
a year to 7*24# in 1967-68. The following year (68-69) 
speech enrollment dropped to 6.81# of all students in 
Louisiana's public secondary schools. Students enrolled in 
the Speech I course accounted for 86# of all students in 
speech classes in 1964. This percentage of all speech 
students enrolled in Speech I increased to 88# in 1966-67* 
but dropped to 83# in 1968-69. The percentage of Negro 
students taking speech as a curricular offering is less 
than that of white students. In 1964, 4.56# of the Negro 
students pursued speech as a subject compared to 7*4# of 
white students. Both Negro and white students enrolled in 
greater numbers in the following three years. Both groups 
showed a decline in enrollment of speech class students in 
1969.
Speech II and Speech III as a speech offering in the 
public schools of Louisiana attract a relatively small 
percentage of the total school population. In the years 
covered by this survey (1964-69), less than 1# of Louisi­
ana's school population enrolled in Speech II for a given
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TABLE VII











64-65 11,055 456 24.265-66 11,863 488 24.3Speech I 66-6? 12,806 534 24.067-68 13,752 576 23.968-69 13,011 547 23.8
64-65 1,442 74 19.565-66 1,480 73 20.3Speech II 66-6? 1,660 84 19.867-68 1,885 102 18.568-69 2,172 112 19.4
64-65 343 20 17.265-66 320 19 16.8Speech III 66-67 337 21 16.067-68 380 23 16.568-69 460 29 15-8
Includes junior high Speech I offerings.
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year. Enrollment in Speech III was so small that no 
attempt was made to compute the percentages of students 
enrolled. This figure was helow 5/10 of 1%, Refer to 
Table VIII for additional data concerning percent of 
students enrolled in speech. Individual statistics per­
taining to average speech class size and percentage of 
students in Negro and white schools enrolled in speech may 
he found in Appendix B.
Summary
Louisiana's State Department of Education authorizes 
three units of speech to he taught in the public secondary 
schools of this state. All are elective. A few small 
schools still require speech prior to graduation. The 
basic speech class averages 24 students and meets for two 
semesters. Relatively few students enroll in speech as a 
course in Louisiana. Only 7% of the total school popu­
lation enrolled in curricular speech classes in 1969*
Speech offerings in Louisiana have increased by more 
than 12fo in the last five years. In 1964-65* 183 of 519 
high schools and 38 of 113 junior highs offered speech as a 
curricular course, whereas in 1969* 245 of 51^ high schools 
and 49 of 144 junior highs offered speech. Schools in the 
enrollment range of 200-500 offered speech in more than 6o?S 
of schools in 1969* compared to 44^ in 1964. Public 
secondary schools with enrollments of more than 500 have 
the highest percentage of schools presently teaching
r
TABLE VIII
PERCENT OF STUDENTS ENROLLED IN ALL SPEECH COURSES



























1964-65 72,901 3.327 4.56 129,848 9.569 7.37 202,7^9 12,896 6.36
1965-66 75.748 3,650 4.81 131,528 10,117 7.69 207,276 13.767 6.64
1966-6? 78,071 4,000 5.12 135.151 10,880 8.05 213,222 14,880 6.98
1967-68 81,132 ^.585 5.65 142,046 11,564 8.14 223,178 16,149 7.24
1968-69 83,442 5.30 148,571 11,382 7.66 232,013 15,80? 6.81
*As taken from the Annual Reports* Sessions 1964-69* Louisiana State 
Department of Education.
**As reported hy the Principal's Annual Reports deposited in the State 
Department of Education.
-£ •v _ n
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speech. This percentage ranged above 80$ in 1964 and in 
1969 exceeded 85$ of all schools.
Speech is taught throughout the state hut most often 
in the heavily populated parishes. Seven parishes offered 
no speech course in 1964 and three none in 1969* They were 
Allen, East Feliciana, Grant, Point Coupee, Red River, St. 
James, and St. John, in 1964, while East Feliciana, Point 
Coupee, and Red River offered no course in 1969. A rela­
tively small number of schools with an enrollment of 200 or 
less offer the basic speech course on alternating years.
The majority of schools offer one speech course for two 
semesters in grades 9 - 1 2 .
B. What are the professional duties and qualifi­
cations of the teachers in academic and extracurricular 
speech activities?
The speech teacher in Louisiana must hold a valid 
teacher's certificate issued by the Louisiana State 
Department of Education. The requirements for this certi­
fication are established by the Louisiana State Board of
Education and are set forth in its Bulletin 746, Louisiana
4Standards for State Certification of School Personnel.
The certification requirements for teaching speech in the 
public secondary schools of Louisiana include a minimum of
^Louisiana State Department of Education, op. cit.,
P* 3*
47
eighteen semester hours of speech training. It is suggested 
that this training include speech arts, public address, and 
dramatics.
Teacher*s Degrees and Hours of Speech Training
Not all teachers of speech in Louisiana are certified 
by the State Department of Education. Non-certified high 
school teachers of speech (lacking 18 semester hours of 
speech training) made up a total of 20.4^ (43 teachers) of 
all speech teachers in 1964. Of this number 31 held 
bachelors and 8 masters degrees in other academic areas.
Only 4 teachers of speech during this year were without a 
college degree. The non-certified high school teachers of 
speech in Louisiana increased to 49 in 1965-66, but dropped 
to 37 in 66-67. By 1969, the total number of non-certified
speech teachers was 15.4?$ (44 teachers) of all teachers of
speech in this state. Five teachers were without a college 
degree. In 1964, non-certified teachers accounted for 22%> 
of all junior high speech teachers. This number decreased
to 18$ in 1966-67® and to 14$ in 1967-68. By 1969 however,
this percentage had increased to above 20% of all junior 
high speech teachers.
Fourteen percent of the senior high speech teachers 
in Negro schools held the masters degree in 1964. In the
5Ibid.
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four years following this number (5-6) dropped to approxi­
mately 8# of the more than 60 teachers. No certified Negro 
junior high school speech teacher held a masters degree 
between 1964-68* Teachers in white high schools averaged 
over 22# with masters degrees during the period of this 
study. Junior high teachers with this degree varied 
sharply from year to year. Sixteen percent held the 
masters degree in 1964-65* 25# in 65-66 and 66-6?, 15# in 
67-68, and 19# in 68-69. While the number and percent of 
teachers with masters degrees in both Negro and white 
schools did not change drastically, marked change in number 
of teachers with the bachelors degree was noted. One 
hundred twenty-six high school teachers held a bachelors 
degree in 1964. This number increased to 190 (81#) by 
1969. This increase of 64 teachers in the five year period 
changed little the percentage (75#) of teachers that held 
this degree in 1964. Tables IX and X provide this infor­
mation.
Speech teachers, as a whole in Louisiana, have a 
sufficient number of hours of training in speech to become 
certified by the State Department of Education. One hundred 
forty-six of the 179 high school teachers responding to 
this question indicated more than 18 hours of speech 
training, while 33 (18.3#) had less than 18 hours of 
training. It should be noted that most non-certified 
teachers were located in small rural schools where one 
basic speech course was offered with few students enrolled.
TABLE XX
DEGREES* HELD BY CERTIFIED HIGH SCHOOL SPEECH TEACHERS
Degrees
Negro White Combined
# * # 58 # %
Bachelor’s
6 if- 65 35 86.if 91 72.2 126 75.465-66 57 91.9 97 73.5 15^ 79.466-67 55 91.7 113 76.9 168 81.267-68 63 91.3 122 77.7 185 81.9
68-69 62 91*2 128 75*7 190 80.5
Master’s
6if-65 6 13.6 34 27.0 ifO 2if.O65-66 5 8.1 3^ 25.8 39 20.1
66-6? 5 8.3 33 22.if 38 18.567-68 6 8.7 3^ 21.7 ifO 17.768-69 6 8.8 ifO 23.7 if6 19.4-
*As reported by the Principal’s Annual Reports 
deposited in the State Department of Education*
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TABLE X




# * # % # %
Bachelor*s
64*-65 9 100.0 16 84.2 25 89.365-66 6 100.0 18 75.0 24 80.066-67 8 100.0 22 75.9 30 81.167-68 9 100.0 28 84.8 37 88.168-69 4 80.0 26 81.3 30 81.1
Master's
64-65 _ 3 15.8 3 10.765-66 - - 6 25.0 6 20.0
66-67 - - 7 24.1 7 18.967-68 - - 5 15.2 5 11.968-69 1 20.0 6 18.7 7 18.9
*As reported by the Principal's Annual Reports 
deposited in the State Department of Education.
This same teacher, usually served as the English teacher in 
a grades 1 - 1 2  school. Table XI indicates the hours of 
speech training as provided by the responding teachers of 
speech in this state.
TABLE XI 
HOURS OF SPEECH TRAINING
Type School Hours of Speech Training




0 5 7 36
Junior High 
(N = 6)
0 2 0 4
White
High School 




0 1 4 20
Combined
High School 




0 3 4 24
Ma.ior and Minor Field of Study
Louisiana speech teachers majored in speech more 
often than minoring in this subject area. Ninety (50.4$),
of 179 high school teachers reporting, held undergraduate 
majors in speech. Junior high teachers majored in speech 
to a greater degree than senior high teachers. Sixty per­
cent of the 30 responding teachers majored in speech. Both 
Negro and white speech teachers showed little difference in 
the percent that majored in speech. Undergraduate minors 
in speech were reported by 48 (26 ,7%) of the reporting high 
school teachers. Thirty-seven percent of the junior high 
teachers minored in speech. English was the most frequent 
choice to speech in undergraduate major or minor. Fifty- 
five (30.770 of the high school speech teachers in Louisiana 
have a major in English, while 56 (31*6$) have a minor in 
English. Social studies ranked third as a major or minor 
field of choice and was the only other area significantly
large enough to mention. Slightly over 10$ of speech
teachers have a major in social studies, with 16$ listing 
a minor in this area. Junior high teachers major and minor
areas of study are concentrated in the same fields of study
as high school speech teachers. This information is 
illustrated in Table XII.
There was a close relationship to the field of study 
in which the speech teacher majored or minored and the area 
in which he practice taught. Louisiana's public secondary 
school speech teacher did practice teaching in speech in 
less than 50^ of the cases reported. Eighty-nine (44.9$), 
of the 198 speech teachers responding to this question did 
practice teaching in speech. Only 38.3^ of the white
TABLE XII
TEACHERS* MAJOR AND MINOR FIELDS OF STUDY


























Speech 19 71 90 3 14 17 17 31 48 3 7 10
English 18 37 55 3 8 11 16 40 56 3 9 12
Social Studies 2 17 19 - 1 1 3 26 29 - 2 2
Business - 1 1 3 - ~ 1 2 3 - - -
Health & P.E. - 2 2 - - - - 2 2 - - -
French - 1 1 - 1 1 - 4 4 - - -
Latin - 1 1 - - - - _ - - -
Lib. Science - 1 ' 1 - - - 2 3 5 - - -
Science - 2 2 - - - - 2 2 - mm -
Journalism - 1 1 - - - - 1 1 - 1 1
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public school teachers, as compared to 58*3# of the Negro 
high teachers practice taught in speech* Thirty-three per­
cent of Negro junior high teachers and of the white 
teachers of speech in Louisiana with more than twelve years 
teaching experience, that attended a college in Louisiana, 
possibly did not have an opportunity to student teach in 
the field of speech. With only Jl.H-fo of high school 
offering speech in 1961, and little or no practice teaching 
done outside the parish in which the college or university 
was located, many teachers practice taught in minor fields 
of study.
Thirty-nine, or 2 1 . 8 of the reporting 179 high 
school speech teachers supervise at least one student 
teacher per semester. Twenty-four of the 39 supervising 
teachers have two students per semester, one had three, and 
one supervises four students per semester. Teachers in 
white public secondary schools, that supervise student 
teachers, have an average of 1.8 students a semester.
Speech teachers in the predominantly Negro schools average 
1.7 student teachers per semester. Only 3 teachers of the 
28 junior high speech teachers that responded to this seg­
ment of the questionnaire indicated that they supervised a 
student teacher. It can safely be assumed that a consider­
able portion of college students majoring in speech do
^Carroll, 00. cit., p. 14*.
practice teaching in their minor field of study. Refer to 
Appendix G for additional data concerning practice teaching 
and student teachers.
Teaching Experience and Professional Affiliation
Fifty-four percent of the 168 high school teachers of 
speech in Louisiana’s public secondary schools had been 
teaching speech for five years or less. Twenty-one percent 
of these teachers had taught speech for only one year.
Negro high speech teachers with from one to five years 
teaching experience in speech accounted for 7^# of all 
Negro speech teachers, as compared to 66,8% of the white 
teachers. Twenty-eight (23*3#) of the white, and 8 (16.7#) 
of the Negro teachers had one or less years teaching ex­
perience. With each additional year of experience, the 
number and percent of teachers dropped. Nine (1.8#) 
teachers in the senior highs of this state had been 
teaching speech for ten years. Only three teachers re­
ported having taught speech in excess of 25 years. One of 
these, a junior high teacher, had taught speech for 35 
years in Louisiana’s public secondary schools. Junior high 
speech teachers had been engaged in the teaching of speech 
for only one or two years in 6^.2# of replying teachers. 
Table XIII provides a complete breakdown of the years of 
teaching experience, in the field of speech, as provided by 
the public secondary school speech teachers.
Louisiana’s public secondary school teachers seldom
TABLE XIII
TEACHING EXPERIENCE IN SPEECH
Years














































1 8 28 36 16.7 23-3 21.if 2 7 9 33.3 31.8 32.1
2 9 15 24 18.8 12.5 lif.3 2 7 9 33.3 31.8 32.1
3 7 11 18 lif.6 9.2 10.7 _ 2 2 - 9.1 7.1
4 8 10 18 16.7 8.3 10.7 1 - 1 16.7 - 3.6
5 3 9 12 6.3 7.5 7.1 1 1 2 16.7 if. 5 7.1
6 4 8 12 8.3 6.7- 7.1 - 1 1 - 4.5 3.6
7 - if if - 3 0 2.if - - - - - -
8 3 9 12 6.3 7.5 7.1 - - - - _ **



















































10 4 5 9 8.3 4. 2 5.4 - - _ - - -
11-15 - 4 4 - 3-3 2.4 - 1 1 - 4.5 3.6
16-20 1 9 10 2.1 7.5 5*6 - 1 1 - 4.5 3.6
21-25 - 3 3 - 2.5 1.8 - - - - -
26-30 - 1 1 - .83 .59 - - - - - -
31-35 — 1 1 — .83 •59 — 1 1 — 4.5 3.6
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affiliate themselves with professional speech organizations. 
If the teacher is affiliated with an organization, it most 
often is the state speech association. This organization 
meets periodically throughout the school year and in con­
junction with the annual meeting of the Louisiana Teachers 
Association in November. The Louisiana Speech Association, 
as the state speech organization, has an affiliation of 
17.5^ of the 170 teachers of speech responding to this 
question. Only 7 (^.1 fo) of Louisiana's public secondary 
school teachers belong to the Speech Association of 
America. Seven different professional speech organi­
zations were listed by teachers of speech. The most often 
indicated organizations that speech teachers were asso­
ciated with include the Southern Speech Association,
National Thespian Society, National Forensic League, and 
National Educational Theatre Association. Many of the 
responding teachers of speech indicated that they taught 
only one speech course and thus affiliated themselves with 
other professional organizations in fields of study re­
lated to their major teaching load. Refer to Table XIV for 
this information.
Extracurricular Speech Activities
This study sought to discover not only the curricular 
offerings of speech in Louisiana public secondary schools, 
but includes speech activities associated with extra­
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sixty-one responses were received concerning extracurricu­
lar speech activities in schools offering academic speech 
training. Six activities were offered in speech outside 
the classroom. The most frequent extracurricular offering 
was drama, with 90.2# of Negro and 71* 4# of white schools 
indicating this activity. Seventy-five percent of the 
senior high schools in Louisiana provided drama as an 
activity in 1969• Junior high schools provided drama in 
only 15 (57*7#) of 28 schools in 19^9* Individual speech 
events, including oratorical contests, dramatic declamation, 
interpretation, and rally contests are sponsored by of 
all high schools. Junior highs participated in individual 
speech events to a lesser degree than high schools. 
Twenty-seven percent of the responding junior high speech 
teachers indicated some form of individual extracurricular 
speech event was provided by their school. In 1969* 39# of 
Negro and 35# of white senior high schools engaged in 
debate as an extracurricular activity. Only 11.5# of 
junior high schools provided debate as an extracurricular 
activity. The least popular of the extracurricular offer­
ings was opportunity in radio-television, discussion, and 
parliamentary procedure. Less than 12# of schools offered 
these speech activities in the stater— J
Most of the public secondary schools, sponsoring 
extracurricular speech offerings for students pursuing 
curricular speech, provide competitive speech programs with 
other schools. The competitive speech offerings of these
schools vary from year to year but usually include the same 
activities that are provided on an extracurricular basis.
In I969, 35 (85*kfo) of ^1 Negro and 93 (62.8#) white high 
schools indicated that they provided some type of competi­
tive speech program. Both Negro and white junior highs 
offered these competitive programs far less than senior 
highs. Only 17.9# (5) of the 28 junior high schools 
answering this segment of the questionnaire indicated the 
presence of a competitive speech program. Refer to Appendix 
C for additional information concerning extracurricular 
speech activities and competitive speech programs.
Speech teachers sponsored extracurricular speech 
activities among 73# of the I85 teachers replying to this 
question. Senior high teachers in Negro schools sponsored 
extracurricular activities in 87*2# of the cases as com­
pared to 69.2# of the white public secondary school 
teachers. Junior high teachers participated to a smaller 
degree (53*8#) in extracurricular speech activities than 
did high school teachers. The most often sponsored 
activity was drama, followed by individual speaking events, 
and debate. These activities are sponsored for the most 
part without extra pay compensation for the speech teacher. 
No teacher in the Negro public secondary school contacted, 
and replying, received supplemental pay for sponsoring an 
extracurricular speech activity. Nine teachers in the 
white schools stated that they received extra pay for 
handling an activity, and all indicated debate as being one
of the extracurricular activities for which they were com­
pensated. The extra-compensation ranged from $100 to $500 
per year. One person received $100, one received $250, one 
received $300, two received $^00, and two were paid $500 
for their efforts during the school year in sponsoring an 
extracurricular speech activity. The schools which paid 
speech teachers for sponsoring an extracurricular activity 
were the larger schools of enrollment in the state and had 
two or more speech teachers. Many of the 176 teachers, 
responding to this question of extra-pay for sponsoring 
speech activities, indicated that they gave their time 
because of like for the activity which they sponsored and 
did not expect to be compensated. Others stated that it 
was regretable that teachers who did less with extra­
curricular activities of other types in the school system 
were compensated, and they were not.
Summary
Louisiana's public secondary school teacher must be 
certified by the Louisiana State Department of Education. 
Seventy-five percent of all certified speech teachers hold 
a-bachelors degree. In 1969, over 15# of all speech 
teachers in Louisiana were not certified by the State 
Department of Education. Most non-certified teachers of 
speech were found in small rural schools with less than a 
200 pupil population. Fifty percent of the secondary 
school teachers of speech have a major in speech. English
was the most frequent choice to speech in undergraduate 
major or minor. Only of the speech teachers practice 
taught in speech. A majority of speech teachers in this 
state have taught speech for less than five years* with 21# 
teaching their first year. Little professional speech 
organization affiliation is found among public secondary 
school teachers in Louisiana. Less than 20# belong to the 
state speech association. While only 20# of the certified 
speech teachers in Louisiana supervise a student teacher, 
75# sponsor some type of extracurricular speech activity. 
Schools offering speech as an academic subject provide 
extracurricular speech activities most often in drama and 
individual speaking events. These same schools engage in 
competitive programs of extracurricular speech in 66# of 
the schools surveyed.
C. What trends in speech, if any, have developed in 
the high schools of the state in the last five years?
In attempting to answer this question the writer 
first determined the years of speech teaching experience 
held by Louisiana speech teachers, as provided in Table 
XIII. It was determined that over 50% of speech teachers 
had been teaching speech for less than five years. Over 
20# of these public secondary speech teachers were engaged 
in their first year of teaching experience. With this 
information indicating that a majority of teachers had 
little or no contact with speech and its status in this
state during the early years of this survey, the writer 
centered his attention on the expanding speech course, 
similarities of the fundamental speech course, and additions 
or deletions with regard to the basic speech course.
Speech as an Expanding Course
Louisiana's public secondary schools provided speech 
in 35^ of "the 519 senior high schools in 1964. Between the 
years of 1964 and 1969 the total number of high schools 
providing this offering increased to l±7f° of the senior 
highs. This increase of slightly over 12fo is significant 
only if the number of schools that offered speech in 1964 
are compared to those providing this offering in 1969* One 
hundred eighty-three high schools offered speech in 1964. 
This number reached 245 i-n 1969* The number or percent of 
junior highs that provided speech as a curricular offering 
did not increase as much as that of the senior highs. 
Thirty-eight (25^) of 151 junior highs in Louisiana pro­
vided the fundamental speech course in 1964, compared to 49 
(34^) making available this offering in 1969. High schools 
with enrollments between 201-500 added speech as an aca­
demic offering more than any other group of schools. 
Sixty-seven (44^) of 151 of these schools provided speech 
in 1964. While the total number of high schools in this 
enrollment group remained unchanged in 1969* those offering 
speech as a course increased to 95 (63#)* Junior high 
schools added speech as an offering in only 11 schools,
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during this five year survey, for an increase of 9%• The 
combined offerings of both junior and senior high schools 
indicated 221 (33^) of 6?0 schools offering speech in 1964. 
By 1969, 294 iM-5%) of the 658 existing public secondary 
schools of Louisiana offered speech as a curricular sub­
ject.
Speech as a curricular offering has and continues to 
be increasing in Louisiana's public secondary schools.
This increase of speech as an offering is not confined to 
the basic or fundamental speech course. Speech II, Inter­
pretation and Drama, was provided as a course offering in 
44 schools (74 classes) in 1964. By 1969* 76 schools 
taught 112 classes. This increase of 32 schools (38 
classes), adding Speech II to their curricular offerings 
between 1964-69, is not significant in itself. The number 
of students affected by the increase in speech course 
offerings was of greater importance. The total number of 
Speech II classes between 1964-69 increased by 38 classes 
(33%)* The number of students in these classes increased 
from 1,442 to 2,172. Speech III, Public Speaking, Dis­
cussion, and Debate, was provided in only 20 schools in 
1964, compared to 26 schools in 1969* This offering 
changed little between 1964-69 as to number of schools 
providing the course, and the number of students it 
effected.
Speech as an offering in this state is being expanded 
yearly. The trend, as is indicated in these findings, is
to offer speech as a curricular subject in schools with 
populations over 200. Both Speech I and Speech XI have 
been expanded as a curricular offering in many schools.
This expansion of speech is noted not only in the number of 
schools which provide the courses, but in the number of 
classes, and students which elect the courses.
Similarities of the Fundamental Speech Course
In order to determine what was being taught in the 
basic speech course, teachers were asked to check those 
areas which they taught out of a list of twelve provided in 
the questionnaire. These areas, and findings for each, are 
located in Table XV. The areas most often checked, as 
being included in the Speech I course, were discussion, 
extemporaneous speaking, interpretation, conversation, and 
drama. Teachers in predominantly Negro high schools indi­
cated that they taught conversation (77%) more than any 
other area, followed by interpretation (71$) and drama 
(68^). This differs from the areas most often taught by 
the teacher in white schools. Ninety-three percent of 
these teachers included in the basic course interpretation, 
extemporaneous speaking (91 fo), and discussion (86?o), The 
combined findings from both Negro and white high school 
speech teachers indicate that the basic course will most 
often include a study of interpretation, extemporaneous 
speaking, discussion, conversation, drama, pantomine, 
original oratory, and debate. Junior high teachers have a
TABLE XV

















N W T N W T
(All junior highs 
grouped together)
Conversation 35 79 114 77*8 71.8 73*5 21 75*0
Discussion 31 95 126 68*9 86.4 81.3 24 85.7
Debate 24 70 94 53*9 63.6 60.6 16 57.1
Extemporaneous Spk. 32 101 133 71.1 91.8 85.8 25 89.3
Original Oratory 25 71 96 55*6 64.6 61.9 17 60.7
Interpretation 34 103 137 75.6 93.6 88.4 23 82.1
Parliamentary Proc. 29 66 95 64.4 60.0 61.3 19 67.9
Pantomime 28 78 106 62.2 70.9 68.4 21 75.0


















N W T N W T
(All junior highs 
arouned together)
Radio-TV 13 39 52 2 8.9 3 5.4 33*5 16 64.3
Storytelling 24 63 87 53-3 57.2 56.1 18 64.3
Choral Reading 27 45 72 60.0 40.9 46.5 15 53.6
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preference for extemporaneous speaking, discussion, inter­
pretation, drama, conversation, pantomine, and parliamen­
tary procedure. The least taught areas of the twelve 
provided in the questionnaire were radio-television, choral 
reading, debate, storytelling, and parliamentary procedure. 
In addition to the twelve areas listed in the questionnaire 
for the speech teacher to check, other areas taught in the 
basic speech course were written in by many teachers. They 
included phonetics, listening, impromptu speaking, inter­
viewing, make-up, and diction.
In relationship to the areas taught in the basic 
speech course, the speech teacher was asked to indicate 
those areas on which he concentrated heavily. The findings 
show that most teachers spend the greatest degree of 
teaching time with extemporaneous speaking, interpretation, 
drama, and original oratory. Little concentration was 
noted for choral reading, radio-television, storytelling, 
pantomime, and parliamentary procedure. Eight teachers 
stated that an equal amount of concentration was given all 
twelve areas. Detailed information of these findings are 
provided in Appendix C.
Speech has been designated by the Louisiana State 
Department of Education as an "activity course."'7 In 
keeping with the view that speech is an "activity course,"
^Louisiana State Department of Education, bulletin
102^, on. cit., p. 13*
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teachers throughout the state were asked to indicate the 
approximate time spent by the speech student in actual 
classroom performance. Fourteen percent of the teachers 
indicated spending approximately l/3 of class time in 
evaluating student performance. Twenty percent spent 3/4 
of their time in this manner. It was determined that over 
66fo of all teachers of speech spend more than l/2 of their 
class time in evaluating the oral performance of their 
students. Table XVI provides this information.
In order to determine as complete a picture of 
curricular speech as possible in this state, an investi­
gation of the textbooks used by public secondary speech 
teachers was made. One hundred eighty-four schools indi­
cated the use of 14 different textbooks used in the class­
room teaching of curricular speech. Four high schools and 
three junior highs did not use a text for teaching the 
basic speech course. The text most frequently used werei
Hedde, Wilhelmina G., and William Norwood Brigance, 
The New American Speech. Revised edition. 
Chicago 1 J.B. Lippincott Company, 1966.
Irwin, John V., and Marjorie Rosenberger. Modern 
Speech. New York: Holt, Rinehart, and
Winston, Inc., 1966.
Adams, Helen Martin, and Thomas Clark Pollock. Speak 
Up. Revised edition. New York: The Macmillian
Company, 1964.
Robinson, Karl F., and Charlotte Lee. Speech in
Action. Evanston, Illinois: Scott, Foresman
and Company, 1965*
Sarett, Lew, William Trufant Foster, and James H. 
McBurney. Speech: A High School Course.
Boston: Houghton Mifflin Company, 195^*
TABLE XVI
PERCENTAGE OF CLASS TIME STUDENTS SPEND IN
PERFORMANCE
Percent of class time
Type School 1/8 l A  1/3 1/2 2/3 3 A
# * # * # 36 # * # * # %
Negro 1 2.^ 7 18.1 9 22.0 9 22.0 6 17.6 7 18.0
(N=41)
White 8 6.9 12 10.4 13 11.3 37 32.2 20 17.4 25 21.7
(N=115)
Combined 9 5*8 19 12.3 22 14.2 46 29*7 26 16.7 32 20.3
(N=155)
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OFour of the above listed works were indicated by Carroll 
as being most often used in Louisiana in 1961-62. All 
appear on the list of approved textbooks for teaching 
speech in Louisiana.9 it should be noted that the text 
used most frequently, The New American Speech, was used in 
38 schools with an older edition (1957) than that listed. 
The following is a complete list of the approved textbooks 
in public secondary school speech in Louisiana.
Speech _I
Adams, Harlen Martin, and Thomas Clark Pollock.
Speak Up. Revised edition. New York: The 
Macmillian Company, 1964.
Brandes, Paul D., and William S. Smith. Building 
Better Speech. New York* Noble and Noble, 
Publishers, Inc., 1966.
Elson, E. F., and Alberta Peck. The Art of Speaking. 
Revised edition. Bostoni Ginn and Company,
1966.
Griffith, Francis, Catherine Nelson, and Edward
Stasheff. Your Speech. Revised edition. New 
York: Harcourt, Brace and Company, i960.
Hibbes, Paul, Seth A. Fessenden, P. Merville Larson, 
and Joseph A. Wagner. Speech for Today * St. 
Louis: Webster Division, McGraw-Hill Book
Company, I965.
Irwin, John V., and Marjorie Rosenberger. Modern
Speech. New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston,
Inc., I966.
Lamers, William N., Ph.D., and Joseph M. Staudacher, 
M.A. The Speech Arts. Chicago: Lyons and
Carnaham, Inc., 1966.
D Carroll, op. cit., p. 28.
^Louisiana State Department of Education, oja. cit.
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Masten, Charles, and George R. R. Pflaum. Speech for 
You. Evanston, Illinois: Row Peterson and
Company, 1955*
Speech I & II
Robinson, Karl F*, and Charlott Lee. Speech in
Action. Evanston, Illinois: Scott Foresman
and Company, 1965*
Speech I & III
Hedde, Wilhelm.ina G., and William Norwood Brigance. 
The Hew American Speech. (Revised edition). 
Chicago: J.B. Lippincott Company, 1966.
Speech II & III
Sarett, Lew, William Trufant Foster, and James H. 
McBurney. Speech: A High School Course.
Boston: Houghton Mifflin Company, 1956.
Seven additional textbooks are presently being used in
Louisiana public secondary schools which do not appear on
the approved list of the State Department of Education.
These are listed as follows:
Barnes, Grace, and Mary Jean Sutcliffe. On Stage
Everyone. New York: Macmillan Company, 1954.
Tanner, Fran. Basic Drama Projects. Pocatello, 
Idaho: Clark Publishing Company, 1966.
Ommanney, Katherine Anne, and Pierce C. Ommanney.
The Stage and the School (3rd edition). New 
York: McGraw Hill Company Inc., 1950*
Weaver, Thomas Andrew, Gladys Louise Borchers, and 
Donald K. Smith. Speaking and Listening. 
Englewood Cliffs, New Jersey: Prentice-Hall,
Inc., 1956.
Watkins, Rhoda, and Eda B. Frost. Your Speech and 
Mine. Chicago: Lyons and Carnahan, 1956.
Ellis, Novalyne Price. Effective Oral Communication. 
Lafayette, Louisiana: Ellis & Co., 1969*
Carlile, Clark Stiles. 20. Basic Speech Experiences 
(Revised edition). St. Louis: J.S. Swift
Company, 19^9 •
Table XVII indicates the frequency of use of the various 
textbooks used in the teaching of curricular speech in 
Louisiana.
Some uniformity is presently developing in the class­
room teaching of speech in Louisiana. This study has pro­
vided an insight of basic similarities of curricular speech 
as it is taught in this state. The basic speech course in 
Louisiana presently includes a teaching of extemporaneous 
speaking, discussion, interpretation, drama, conversation, 
and original oratory. Other areas are provided on a 
limited basis by the varying speech teachers. The speech 
teachers indicated that an approximately equal degree of 
concentration was given all areas of study. The speech 
student in Louisiana*s public secondary school participated 
in speech class to the degree that over 60$ of the teachers 
classtime was spent in oral evaluation of the students 
performance. -Most speech classes in this state make use of 
The New American Speech by Hedde and Brigance as the basic 
text. The choice of this work, and other used in Louisi­
ana’s various speech classes, was influenced strongly by 
the Louisiana State Department of Education*s approved 
textbook list. Similarities have developed in the speech 
courses taught in Louisiana public secondary schools.
TABLE XVII 
SPEECH TEXTBOOKS USED IK LOUISIANA
Authors Titles Negro White Total
Hedde & Brigance The New American Speech* 19 47 66
Irwin & Rosenherger Modern Speech 20 43 63
Rohinson & Lee Speech in Action 6 20 26
Adams & Pollock Sneak Up 9 19 28
Sarrettj Foster & McBurney Speech* A High School Course 9 13 22
Elson & Peck The Art of Speaking - 14 14
Griffith, Nelson & Staskeff Your Speech 6 12 18
Ellis Effective Oral Communication - 7 7
Tanner Basic Drama Pro.iects - 5 5
Barnes & Sutcliffe On Stage Everyone - 4 4
Ommanney & Ommanney Stage and the School - 1 1
Masten & Pflaum Speech and You - 2 2
TABLE XVII (Continued)
Authors Titles Negro White Total
Watkins & Frost Your Sneech and Mine k 1 5
Weaver, Brocher & Smith Sneaking and Listening 2 — 2
*Thirty-eight schools used a 1957 edition.
Speech as a Changing Course
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This survey, viewing speech for a five year period 
(1964-69), revealed a limited number of changes in speech 
as a curricular offering. The most notable changes were 
those involving the number of schools offering speech, the 
number of classes being taught, and the number of students 
enrolled in speech as a course offering. The number of 
schools providing speech increased at a slow but consistent 
rate during the period studied. Seventy-three schools 
added speech as a curricular subject between 1964-69* This 
increase is significant due to the fact that the total 
number of secondary schools decreased from 670 in 1964 to 
658 in I969. The addition of speech as a curricular 
offering was not confined to parishes already providing 
this course. Ten parishes did not provide speech as a part 
of their curriculum in 1964. Only three failed to do so in 
1969. Speech increased as a curricular offering in many 
schools and parishes during the period of time surveyed.
The number of speech classes and students were directly 
affected by this increase. Four hundred fifty-one speech 
classes were provided in the high schools of this state in 
1964. By 1969 this number had increased to 632 (29$ over 
1964). Students attending speech classes in 1964 totaled 
over 12,800. In 1969 an additional 2,900 students had en­
rolled in speech courses. The increases that have been 
noted in speech as a curricular offering indicate no great
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change during 1964-69. They do indicate however, a slow 
"but consistent growth in this subject area#
Louisiana*s public secondary school teachers were 
asked to provide information with regard to changes in 
speech as a curricular and extracurricular offering in this 
state between 1964-69* Over 60% of those teachers re­
sponding to this question were unable to provide this 
information, having taught speech less than five years.
Many ignored the question entirely, while others stated 
there had been no change. A majority of those remaining 
(74) provided the following information. Speech as a 
course in Louisiana is presently attracting a larger per­
centage of students than in past years. This slight in­
crease in interest and offerings necessitated additional 
teachers and classes in some schools. Competitive speech 
programs with other schools are on the increase, while 
speech as a required course in a few schools has been 
discontinued.
One of the basic factors which influenced speech as a 
course in Louisiana during 1964-69 was the use of Guide for 
the Teaching of Speech in Louisiana High Schools. T h i s  
work is presently a part of the reference materials of 
70.4^ of the teachers of speech in the high schools of the 
state. Fifty-seven percent of the teachers in the Negro
•^Louisiana State Department of Education, op>. cit.
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schools indicated they have a copy of this work, compared 
to 75*5% of the teachers in white schools. Junior high 
teachers have this "bulletin in only 6^*3% of the cases, 
which is slightly less than the percentage of high school 
teachers. Of the 98 high school teachers indicating they 
have this bulletin, 91.6$ stated that it was used to some 
degree in teaching the basic speech course. One hundred 
percent of the Junior high teachers indicate its use. Both 
Junior and senior high teachers note that the work serves 
as a guide and is not followed exclusively. It should be 
noted that the areas suggested for inclusion in the basic 
course of study in Speech I follow closely the most fre­
quently taught areas in the basic speech course, as 
indicated in Table XV. Table XVIII provides information 
with reference to the frequency and use of this bulletin.
Summary
Few trends have developed in speech as a curricular 
offering in this state during the period of this survey. 
Those that do exist are a result of slow but constant 
change. Speech as a curricular offering has expanded in 
this state. This expansion is greatest in schools with 
populations over 200. This trend is greatest among schools 
with an enrollment of 200-500* Speech as an offering has 
not been expanded Just at the basic or fundamental course 
level. Speech II, Interpretation and Drama, has been ex­
panded to some degree in the last five years but not to the
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TABLE XVIII
TEACHERS WITH COPIES OF 








Negro 24 18 57-1 if 2 66.6
White 83 27 75-5 14 8 6 3.6
Combined 107 45 70.4 18 10 64.3
TEACHERS USING TO SOME DEGREE 
"GUIDE FOR THE TEACHING OF SPEECH 
LOUISIANA HIGH SCHOOLS"*
IN




Us ina *Us ina
Negro 24 0 100.0 4 0 100.0
White 74 9 89.2 14 0 100.0
Combined 98 9 91.6 18 0 100.0
*Louisiana State Department of Education, Bulletin
102**.
degree of Speech I. The basic speech course has been 
developed around a core of subject areas. These areas 
include extemporaneous speaking, interpretation, dis­
cussion, conversation, drama, and original oratory. This 
core has developed partially as a result of the Guide for 
the Teaching of Speech in Louisiana High Schools. The 
basic text is of a general nature and is most often The 
New American Speech by Hedde and Brigance.
CHAPTER III
COMPARISONS WITH OTHER STATES
Studies have been conducted of the status of speech 
education in high schools of the various states since the 
1920*s. Usually these studies have investigated three 
aspects of speech education* courses offered for credit* 
outside-of-class speech activities* and the training of 
speech teachers.^ This chapter compares the findings of 
this study with findings of similar studies which have 
been conducted in other states. It should be noted that 
those studies used for comparison with the findings pre­
sented in this study were conducted from i960 - 1969* It 
was felt by the writer that a review of surveys conducted 
in other states prior to i960 would provide data that did 
not accurately represent present existing status of speech 
education in those states.
Schools Offering Speech 
This study found that the public secondary schools
^■William D. Brooks, "The Status of Speech in Secon­
dary Schools* A Summary of States Studies," The Speech 
Teacher. XVIII* k (November 1969), P* 276.
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providing speech in Louisiana have steadily increased in
number since 1964-65* In that year 33# of the public
secondary schools offered speech courses. This number
increased to 37# in 1965-66, to in 66-67, to 43# in
67-68, and to 45# in 1968-69. These percentages include
all public secondary schools both Negro and white during
the years reported.
Gaye Carroll reported that 21# in 1959-60, and 31#
in 1961-62 of Louisiana's white public secondary schools
oprovided a basic speech course. Cornelius Delphin re­
ported that 41# of the predominantly Negro public secondary 
schools taught speech as a curricular subject in 1966-67* 
Thus in comparison with the reported findings of Carroll 
and Delphin, this study indicates that more schools (both 
Negro and white) are providing speech as a curricular 
subject than in previous years.
When compared with the number of secondary schools 
offering speech in other states, the percentage of schools 
offering speech in Louisiana is small. In the Northeast,
2Gaye Carroll, "A Survey of Speech Education in 
Grades 9-12 in Louisiana" (unpublished Master's thesis, 
Louisiana State University, Baton Rouge, 1963)*
3cornelius Delphin, "A Survey of Speech Education in 
the Negro High Schools of Louisiana, 1965-66" (unpublished 
Master's thesis, Louisiana State University, Baton Rouge, 
1967).
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Massachusetts^ public secondary schools offer the basic 
speech course in nearly two-thirds of the schools. Public 
secondary schools of New York^ offered speech as a cur­
ricular subject in all but one vocational high school and 
in over 68# of the academic schools certified speech 
teachers were engaged in the teaching of speech as a credit 
course. These figures indicate an extensive offering of 
speech as a curricular subject in this area. Several 
studies have been conducted in the Midwestern states which 
indicate a majority of public secondary schools in that 
area provide speech as an academic subject. In the secon­
dary schools of Ohio* Schoen^ and later McManus? reported 
that over 60# of the high schools of that state taught 
speech. In a study conducted in Indiana in 1961,® Orban 
reported that 67# of the high schools in that state
^Richard A. Sinzinger* "Speech Programs in Massach­
usetts High Schools*" The Speech Teacher. XVIII (September 
1969), p. 213.
^Mardel Ogilvie* "The Status of Speech in High 
Schools of New York State»" The Speech Teacher. XVIII 
(January 1969)* p* 4-1.
^Kathryn T. Schoen, "Ohio Secondary Speech Education* 
Perceptions and Status," The Ohio Speech Journal. V (1967), 
p. 15.
?Thomas R. McManus and Charles R. Petrie* "Speech 
Education in Ohio High Schools, 1965-66," The Ohio Speech 
Journal. V (196?)* p« 9*
®Donald K. Orban, "A Survey of Speech Education in 
the Secondary Schools of Indiana" (unpublished Master's 
thesis* Indiana University, Bloomington* I96I).
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provided speech as a curricular course. A study conducted 
by Plapp, in the Central District of Missouri,^ reported 
60 of 67 schools (84#) offered speech to high school stu­
dents for credit. In Sattlers study of curricular speech 
in Michigan*s public accredited high schools,1® 56# of the 
schools surveyed offered speech* Sharon Ratliffe and 
Deldee Herman11 reported on speech education in that same 
state for the 1965-66 school year and indicated that 66# 
of the secondary schools offered speech for credit. In 
Nebraska12 slightly less than half (45#) of the secondary 
schools offered speech courses in 1961. Speech as a cur­
ricular offering is equally well developed in Western 
states. In i960 in the state of Washington,1  ̂54# of the 
secondary schools provided speech as a course compared to
^Roxanne Plapp, "A Survey of Speech Education in the 
Public High Schools of the Central District of Missouri” 
(unpublished Master's thesis, Central Missouri State 
College, Warrensburg, 1967).
10John C. Sattler, "A Survey of Curricular Speech in 
Michigan's Public Accredited High Schools” (unpublished 
Master's thesis, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, 1963)*
11Sharon A. Ratliffe and Deldee M. Herman, "The Sta­
tus of Speech in High Schools of Michigan," The Speech 
Teacher, XVIII (January 1969)» p* 45*
12Frank A. Hunter, "A Survey of Speech Education in 
the Secondary Schools of Nebraska” (unpublished Master's 
thesis, University of Nebraska, Lincoln, 1962)*
Toliver W* Nelson, "An Evaluation of High School 
Speech Training in Washington,” The Speech Teacher. IX 
(September i960), p. 180.
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g?#1^ offering this course in 1965-66, Marie Ann Dulzer 
completed a study of speech education in Arizona's public 
secondary schools in 1963.1-* Administrators of that state 
indicated that 70# of the Arizona high schools taught 
speech as a classroom subject. In 1964* a study by Granell 
involving a sample (86) of California's 584 public secon-
16dary schools was completed. Ninety-one percent of these 
schools offered some type of speech course. Studies con­
ducted in Southern states do not indicate the extensive 
offering of speech as a curricular subject as do the state 
studies conducted in the other regions. Sixty-one (46#) of 
the 128 secondary schools surveyed in Georgia1? offered 
speech. In I96I,1® a study conducted by Calvin Logue of
^Remo P. Faust and Robert W. Vogelsang, "The Status 
of Speech in the High Schools of the State of Washington,” 
The Speech Teacher, XVIII (January 1969), P* 50*
^Marie Ann Dulzer, ”A Survey of Speech Education 
Activities in the Secondary Schools of Arizona” (unpub­
lished Master's thesis, University of Arizona, Tucson, 
1963).
^Lee Edward Granell, ”A Survey of Speech Education 
in the California Senior High Schools, 1962-63” (unpub­
lished Ph.D. thesis, University of Southern California,
Los Angeles, 1964),
1?G. Robert Spell, ”A Survey and Analysis of Public 
Secondary School Speech in Georgia" (unpublished Master's 
thesis, University of Georgia, Athens, 1967),
^Calvin M. Logue, "A Survey of Speech Education in 
the Accredited Public White Schools of Alabama" (unpub­
lished Master's thesis, Florida State University, Talla­
hassee, 1961).
speech education in the white public secondary schools of 
Alabama, reported only 18# of the high schools of that 
state provided speech as a credit course. Thus in com­
parison with studies conducted in other states, Louisiana 
is providing speech as a credit course in fewer schools 
than most states in the Northeast, the Midwest, and the 
West. In relationship to the two Southern states in which 
studies have been conducted in the last ten years, it com­
pares favorably with speech offerings in Georgia and ex­
ceeds that of Alabama. It should be remembered that 
several of the studies (Plapp, Granell, and Spell) dealt 
with a limited or select number of high schools. This does 
not change the position of Louisiana in the over-all 
picture of speech course offerings provided in the public 
secondary schools. In the ten year period surveyed, of 
studies conducted in other states, only Alabama reported a 
smaller percentage of schools providing speech as a cur­
ricular offering.
Units of Speech Offered
The Louisiana State Department of Education author­
izes the teaching of three speech courses for credit in 
the public secondary schools* Speech I, Fundamentals; 
Speech II, Interpretation and Drama* and Speech III, Public 
Speaking, Debate, and Group Discussion. Between 1964-69* 
the fundamental speech course was offered most frequently 
in Louisiana. The fundamental or basic speech course is
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considered a general course in this state. "Its scope is 
wide, its offerings diverse. Its aim is to introduce the 
beginning student to the elementary science of speech, to 
the various activities of speaking as an art, in particular 
to public speaking. "-*-9 Seventy-one percent of the schools 
offering speech provided only the fundamental course in 
1964-65# compared to 75# in 65-66 and 66-67, 69# in 67-68, 
and 65# in 1968-69. Speech II was taught in only 19# of 
the schools offering speech as a curricular subject between 
196^-67. In 1967-68, 22# of these schools provided Speech
II with this number increasing to 25# in 1968-69* Speech
III was offered by less than 10# of all schools providing
speech between 1964-69* Schools that provide speech as a
curricular subject in Louisiana most often provide only
the general course. Over two-thirds of those schools
offering speech provided only this course. These findings
20are similar to those reported in 1961-62 (56#) in the
white public secondary schools and those reported in
211966-67 (69#) in Negro secondary schools in this state.
A review of the surveys of speech education conducted 
in other states was made to determine what kind of speech
^Louisiana State Department of Education, "Guide for 
the Teaching of Speech in Louisiana High Schools, Bulletin 
102^" (Baton Rouge 1 Louisiana State Department of Edu­
cation, 1966), p. 8.
20Carroll, oja. cit.
21Delphin, <533. cit.
courses were taught in the various regions of the United
1 22 States. In a study conducted in New York, Ogilvie re­
ported that over one-half of the schools providing speech 
hired drama coaches and over 29# employed debate coaches. 
These figures indicate a high percentage of drama and 
debate classes provided in the secondary schools within 
this state. No other state study was conducted in the 
Northeast between I96O-69 that presented information re­
garding the type of speech courses taught in public secon­
dary schools. Secondary schools located in the Midwestern 
states provide the basic or general speech course most 
often; few provide drama and debate. In Ohio,2^ approxi­
mately 64# of the high schools had one or more semesters of
speech fundamentals, 15# offered dramatics, and 4-# offered
24debate for credit. Prank Hunter reported that in 19o7,
42# of the schools providing speech in Nebraska offered 
only the basic speech course, with 8# providing dramatics. 
No figures were presented concerning the offering of debate 
as a credit course in this study. Among selected high 
schools of the Central District of Missouri 89# (60 of 67 
schools) offered a basic speech course.2^ Thirty-nine of
Ogilvie, op,, cit., p. 42. 
^McManus and Petri*. cit. 
^Hunter, pp. cit.
2^Plapp, on. cit.. p. 58.
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these schools (58#) taught drama for one or more semesters
while 14- (20#) provided debate as a curricular subject. In
Michigan 96# of the schools reporting speech courses taught
26the basic course. Thirty percent offered drama, 22# 
advanced speech, and 18# taught debate. In 1968,2^ William 
Brooks in a study conducted in Indiana indicated that 99# 
of those schools offering speech in that state provided a 
basic speech course. The basic speech course is well es­
tablished as a part of the high school curricular in the 
Midwest, while drama and debate are provided in less than 
25# of the schools teaching the basic course. In the West
a more extensive offering of drama and debate are provided
28than in other regions of the nation. In Washington, 
during the year 1965-66, 87# of the secondary schools pro­
vided formal courses in speech. Fifty-two percent of these 
schools offered drama and 62^ debate. In a study conducted 
in California involving a sample (86) of the public sec­
ondary schools of that state, Granell reported dramatics
29offered most frequently as a speech subject# Sixty-four 
percent of the schools provided dramatics, 53# fundamen­
tals, and 39# public speaking. Marie Ann Dulzer, in a
2^Ratliffe and Herman, o£. cit#. p. 4-7# 
2?Brooks, £i£*
2®Fausti and Vogelsang, on. cit.. p. 51*
29oranell, o£. cit.
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survey of speech education in A r i z o n a , stated that 70# of 
the high schools of that state provided the general speech 
course. No reference was made to other types of speech 
courses offered. In the South a study conducted by Robert 
Spell in Georgia,reported 55 of 128 respondents had 
teaching duties in the fundamental speech course, drama, 
and/or debate. While no exact percentage of schools pro­
viding these subjects for credit was indicated, this study 
does report their presence as a curricular course offering 
in these public secondary schools. In Alabama secondary 
s c h o o l s , 18# of 336 accredited schools of that state 
provided speech courses for credit. The type or kind of 
courses taught most often was public speaking. Louisiana 
thus provides not only the same type of speech courses as 
Georgia but apparently provides a greater amount of drama 
and debate than do either Georgia or Alabama.
In relationship to reported findings of surveys 
conducted in other states, public secondary schools pro­
viding speech in Louisiana offer approximately the same 
type or kind of speech courses as schools in other regions. 
Louisiana like other states in the South, Midwest, and 
Northeast provides the fundamental speech course to a
3°Dulzer, oja. cit.
^Spell, oj). cit.. p. 112. 
32Logue, oj). cit., p. 65*
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greater degree than drama or debate. In the Midwest, Ohio 
and Nebraska offer the fundamental speech course in fewer 
secondary schools than does Louisiana. Offerings in drama, 
debate, and public speaking in Louisiana are less than 
those reported by surveys conducted in all other states 
outside the South. The units of speech provided in 
Louisiana public secondary schools compares closely with 
those provided in Ohio and Nebraska.
Speech as a Required Course
Speech is offered in Louisiana public secondary 
schools as an elective. In 1969* only 10 of 196 schools 
in Louisiana reported requiring a speech course for gradu­
ation. As an elective, Speech I or speech fundamentals, 
should be scheduled at grade nine or ten*-^ The Louisiana 
State Department of Education further suggests that one 
semester of Speech I is prerequisite to Speech II or Speech 
III. However schools establishing speech courses for the 
first time, or schools offering only one year of speech may 
offer Speech in any grade.
Less than a majority of schools throughout the 
various states require a speech course for graduation. 
Surveys conducted of speech education in the public
^Louisiana State Department of Education, on. cit.,
p. 1.
9^
secondary schools of the South indicate that Georgia^ and
Alabama-^ as well as Louisiana do not require a speech
course for graduation. In the West only one Arizona high
school required students to take a speech course in order
to graduate.^ The remaining 76 high schools of that state
offering speech did accept the speech credit as an elective
unit toward graduation. In 1965* Lee Granell reported that
only 15# of the speech classes taught in California high
37schools were required. Eighty-seven percent of the high
schools in the state of Washington offered formal courses
38in speech or drama, mostly on an elective basis. High 
schools in Midwestern states required speech for graduation 
little more than those in the West. Of the 4-31 Indiana 
high schools offering a basic speech course only 28 (6.5#) 
required it for graduation (most of these for only one 
s e m e s t e r ) P l a p p * s  survey of the Central District of 
Missouri showed only three schools required speech for 
graduation in that district.**0 Thirteen percent of
3^Spell, on. cit.
35Logue, on. cit.
36oulzer, on. cit.. p. ^6.
3?Granell, 2E* cit.
38Fausti and Vogelsang, on. cit.. p. 53*
39gr0oks, on. cit.
**°Plapp, oj). cit.. p. 6.
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Nebraska high schools required the fundamental speech 
course for graduation in 1962-63*^ Surveys conducted in 
Michigan in 1963^  and 1965-66̂  reported speech as an 
elective course in over 75% of all public secondary schools. 
In the 1963 survey, 15% of the high schools of Michigan 
required a speech course for graduation compared to 24# 
reporting this requirement in 1965-66. No speech course 
was required for graduation in Ohio, according to a survey
iiAconducted in that state during the same period of time.
In the Northeast, 64# of New York vocational high schools 
and 22# of the academic high schools required a speech 
course for graduation.^ Other studies conducted in this 
region do not reveal the nature of speech as an elective or 
required course. Speech though provided in a majority of 
the schools in other states is most often not required for 
graduation. Thus in comparison to other states surveyed, 
Louisiana provides speech as an elective as do most public 
secondary schools of the various regions. Twenty-five 
percent or less of the academic public high schools re­
ported requiring speech as a course for graduation between
^Hunter, on. cit.. p. 102.
^Sattler, on. cit., p. 30»
^Ratliffe and Herman, ojo. cit.. p. 47. 
^^McManus and Petrie, op. cit., p. 10. 
^ogilvie, o p .  cit.. p. 41.
1960-69.
Students Attending Speech Classes
96
Relatively few students enroll in speech as a course 
in Louisiana public secondary schools. Students in white 
schools pursuing speech as a curricular course comprised 
only 9.1JS of the enrollment of schools providing speech in 
1961-62.^ Delphin reported only 8.1# of the student 
population in Negro schools enrolled in speech in 1966- 
67. ^  In 1968-69, 6.85? of the entire school population of 
this state was enrolled in a curricular speech course. 
Compared to the reported findings of earlier studies con­
ducted in this state a smaller percentage of the total 
student population was enrolled in speech in 1968-69 than 
in earlier years.
Only three studies from other states reported the 
percentage of students enrolled in speech. In a study of 
speech education in Alabama®s white secondary schools 
1960-61,^® Calvin Logue reported only 2# of the total 
student population of that state was enrolled in speech.
In a study conducted in Ohio approximately 10?S of that 
states total secondary school population was engaged in
^Carroll, pig. cit., p. 44. 
^Delphin, on. cit., p. 21. 
^®Logue, on. cit.. p. 65.
speech as a curricular subject Unfortunately there are 
no other figures available for further comparison in this 
area. Louisiana secondary school students do not avail 
themselves of the offerings in speech provided in over 45# 
of the secondary schools.
Little or no reference was made to speech class size 
or the number of speech classes taught per school in 
studies of speech education conducted in other states. The 
average number of speech classes taught in Louisiana public 
high schools in 1968-69 was 2.5 classes per school* This 
number was the same as that reported by Carroll in I96I- 
62,50 and -jjy Deiphin in 1966~6?5i The number of classes 
provided by each school varied from 1.1 in schools with 
enrollments less than 200 to 7*5 classes in those schools 
with enrollments in excess of 2000. In comparison to 
reported findings of earlier studies conducted in Louisiana, 
no change occurred in the average number of speech classes 
taught in the public secondary schools between 1961-62 and 
1968-69. In 1968-69, the enrollment in speech classes in 
public secondary schools of Louisiana was 23*8 students.
This enrollment was slightly larger than that reported in 
white schools (22.3 students) in 1961-62, and less than
^Schoen, 2B,» cit., p. 15* 
5°Carroll, on. cit.» p. 5^«
the speech class enrollment in Negro schools (26.8) in 
1966-67. Only one survey conducted in other states re­
vealed the number of students in the average speech class. 
Marie Ann Dulzer reported an average class size of 23 in 
Arizona speech c l a s s e s . it would thus appear that the 
average speech class will have less than 25 students in 
most public secondary schools.
Teacher Training
Teacher certification was and has varied throughout 
the various states for many years. In 1964, Jan Timmons 
and Kim Griffin reported the variations of speech teacher 
certification across the nation.^3 This report indicated 
the differing requirements by states for certification. A* 
majority of the states (43) required the secondary school 
speech teacher to not only hold a standard secondary school 
certificate (allowing one to teach in grades 7-12) but 
required in addition a minimum of 5-40 semester hours of 
speech training. Twenty-eight of the 43 states in this 
category required a minimum of 12 or more semester hours of 
speech training for certification. Four states granted 
speech certificates to a teacher only if a major or minor
52Dulzer* ojd* cit.. p. 45.
53jan Timmons and Kim Griffin, "Requirements for 
Teachers of Speech in the Secondary Schools of the United 
States," The Speech Teacher. (March 1964), p. 96-98*
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was held in this field.
Not all teachers in Louisiana are certified by the 
State Department of Education. Non-certified speech 
teachers are those lacking 18 semester hours of speech 
training. One hundred forty-eight (81.7#) of the 179 high 
school respondents were certified by Louisiana's State 
Department of Education. Eighteen percent had less than 
18 hours of speech training. Most (81#) Louisiana speech 
teachers hold a bachelors degree. Only five speech teachers 
were without a college degree. Sixteen percent of the 
white secondary school teachers in 1961-62,-^ and 28# of 
the Negro public secondary school speech teachers in 1966- 
67 were not certified by the State Department of Education. 
Fewer non-certified speech teachers are teaching speech in 
Louisiana public secondary schools than in previous years.
Many states allow the teaching of speech by large 
numbers of unqualified or poorly trained speech teachers.
In the Northeast* Massachusetts speech teachers for the 
most part have undergraduate and graduate training in 
subjects other than speech. One-sixth of 176 teachers 
surveyed had majored in speech. One-third of this number 
had minored in speech. Two-thirds of all speech teachers
^Carroll* oj>. cit.. p. 59* 
■^Delphin, on. cit.. p. 70* 
^Sinzinger, oj>. cit.. p. 214.
in this state had less than 15 college hours of speech 
training* In the Midwest, 44# of Nebraska speech teachers
cnhad 6 hours or less speech training;thirty-eight per­
cent of the teachers of speech in high schools of the 
Central district of Missouri did not have a minor in 
s p e e c h a n d  31# of the speech teachers of Ohio had no 
college training in speech*^. In 1965* Kathryn Schoen 
reported that "one of the factors influencing program 
limitations (in Ohio) was inadequate professional training 
in speech.**^0 Other studies reported similar findings 
with reference to the speech training of speech teachers in 
the West* California public secondary school speech 
teachers not meeting minimum state requirements accounted 
for 16*7# of all speech teachers;^1 twenty-nine percent of
the Arizona high school teachers did not have degrees
62indicating accepted preparation for speech work; and 36 
of 216 speech teachers had no training in speech in 
Washington.^ In the South only 22 of 128 responding
5?Hunter, o p * cit** p. 104. 
^®Plapp, o£. cit., p. 64. 
■^McManus and Petrie, o£. cit. 
^°Schoen, oj>. cit.. p. 15. 
oxGranell, o£. cit.
^2Dulzer, oj). cit*» p. 44. 
^Fausti and Vogelsang, op* cit.
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speech teachers were certified by the Georgia State Depart­
ment of Education.^ However 55% of the 128 speech teachers 
responding from that state had 18 or more semester hours of 
speech training. Speech teachers of Alabama were trained 
little better than those of most other states. Calvin 
Logue reported only 38# of the speech teachers of that 
state had majored in speech.^ Thus in comparison to the 
professional training of speech teachers in other states, 
Louisiana speech teachers are well trained with a larger 
percentage having majors or minors in speech than speech 
teachers in most other states.
Teaching Experience and Professional Affiliation
In 1968-69* 5^# of Louisiana's public high school 
speech teachers had five years or less teaching experience 
in speech. Twenty-one percent of these teachers had taught 
speech for only one year. Only three teachers reported 
having taught speech in excess of twenty-five years. These 
findings are similar to those of the earlier studies of 
speech education conducted in the public secondary schools 
by Carroll and Delphin. Only three studies have been con­
ducted in other states since i960 that provide information 
relative to speech teaching experience of speech teachers.
614-Spell, op. cit. 
^Logue, oja. cit., p. 66.
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In Ohiot 14# of the speech teachers were teaching their
first year of speech and over one-half had taught speech
less than five years.^ Fausti and Vogelsang reported in
a study conducted in the state of Washington that the
average speech teacher had been teaching that subject 8.8
years. Forty-eight percent of all speech teachers of that
state however had taught speech for five years or less.^?
Marie Dulzer reported that Arizona speech teachers had
68taught speech an average of six years. She reported in 
addition that most speech teachers of that state had been 
teaching speech for only one or two years. Thus in com­
parison with these studies conducted in other states, the 
Louisiana speech teacher has approximately the same amount 
of speech teaching experience as that possessed by teachers 
in Ohio, Arizona, and Washington.
Louisiana public secondary school speech teachers
seldom affiliate themselves with professional speech
»
organizations. The Louisiana Speech Association, as the 
state speech organization, has an affiliation of 17*5% of 
170 teachers responding to this question. Only 4-.1# of 
these same teachers belonged to the Speech Association of 
America.
^McManus and Petrie, op. cit. 
^Fausti and Vogelsang, opt. cit. 
^®Dulzer, oj). cit.
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Surveys conducted of public secondary speech edu­
cation in only Georgia, Arizona, and Michigan contain 
information concerning the affiliation of speech teachers 
with professional speech organizations. In a study con­
ducted in Georgia, Robert Spell stated that three/fourths 
of 128 respondents belonged to no professional speech
69organization. Michigan speech teachers exhibited a
greater interest in their state speech association than
Georgia, however less than half (4?#) of the states speech
teachers affiliated with this organization.^® Only 11#
belonged to the Speech Association of America. In Arizona,
65# of the speech teachers of that state belong to some
type of professional speech organization, with the greater
portion being associated with the state speech associ- 
71ation. Louisiana speech teachers, in comparison to 
studies reporting teacher affiliation with professional 
speech organizations, do not belong to state or national 
speech organizations as often as teachers in Georgia, 
Arizona, or Michigan.
Extracurricular Speech Activities
Extracurricular speech activities are provided in
^Spell, on. cit., p. 109• 
?®Ratliffe and Herman, loc. cit. 
^Dulzer, loc. cit.
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most Louisiana public secondary schools that offer a basic 
speech course. One hundred sixty-one responses were 
received from schools with extracurricular programs. Six 
speech activities were provided outside the classroom.
The most frequent offering was drama (75#)* Individual 
speech events, including oratorical contests, dramatic 
declamation, interpretation, and rally contests are spon­
sored by 54# of schools. Thirty-nine percent of the 
schools provided debate. Offerings in broadcasting, 
discussion, and parliamentary procedure were engaged in by 
less than 12# of the schools.
Co-curricular and extracurricular speech programs
are provided by most schools that offer curricular speech
programs among the various states. In the Northeast,
nearly all the 180 schools replying to a questionnaire
offered some form of extracurricular speech activity in 
72Massachusetts. Three-fourths of these schools offered 
drama, 3/5 debate, and 2/5 drama and debate. Debate was 
the most popular activity in schools with formal speech 
classes. Ogilvie reported drama, public speaking and 
debate offered in New York schools as extracurricular 
speech activities, with over half of the schools employing 
drama and over 30# debate coaches.^ Though no exact
"^Sinzinger, oj>. cit.. p. 215* 
?3ogilvie, ££* cit.. p. 42.
number or percentage of schools were provided in this study 
offering these extracurricular activities, the high percent­
age employing drama and debate coaches indicate heavy 
interest in these areas. Outside-of-class speech activi­
ties are provided extensively in the Midwest. In 1962,
94# of Nebraska's secondary schools participated in drama, 
63# in declamation, and 11# in debate. "Of these extra­
curricular activities the emphasis is on dramatics with
7 h,little done in debate, and broadcasting being neglected.
In the Central District of Missouri, 67 schools were in­
cluded in a survey of speech education in the public 
secondary schools of that district.^ Fifty-five schools 
offered drama, 28 debate, and 42 individual events as - 
extracurricular speech activities. The percentage of 
schools providing these activities in Missouri exceeds the 
same extracurricular offerings provided by Michigan schools.
Seventy-six percent of Michigan's secondary schools offer
76some form of extracurricular speech activity. Drama was 
most popular (74#), followed by individual events (61#), 
debate (49#), discussion (15#)» and broadcasting (10#). In 
the West, Lee Granell reported in a survey of California 
public secondary schools that drama was offered in 94# of
^Hunter, ojj. cit.. p. 106. 
7^Plapp, loc. cit.
^Ratliffe and Herman, loc. cit.
schools, forensics in 5^» &nd "broadcasting in 25%,^ No 
other study conducted in this region provided information 
relative to extracurricular speech offerings in secondary 
schools. State surveys of speech education in Southern 
secondary schools report far less involvement in outside- 
of-class speech activities than surveys conducted in other 
regions* Robert Spell reported the Georgia schools that 
offered curricular speech programs provided individual 
speech events* drama, and debate as extracurricular 
activities. MSpeech is considered more an extracurricular
fpQ
activity (in Georgia) than an academic discipline."
Alabama had "few schools that participated in speech
79activities outside the classroom and assembly programs."" 
Sixty-six percent of the schools provided contestants in 
oratorical contests however. Thus in comparison with other 
states, the extracurricular speech offerings provided in 
Louisiana public secondary schools compares favorably with 
those provided in Massachusetts, Nebraska, Michigan, and 
Georgia. California, New York, and Missouri have more 
extensive extracurricular speech activities provided in the 
secondary schools than those provided in this state.
In 1968-69, supplemental pay for sponsoring extra-
7?Granell, loc. cit. 
^®Spell, cit.. p. 108.
curricular speech activities existed in only ten large 
public secondary schools in Louisiana* This pay ranged 
from $100-$500 per year. Those receiving this remuneration 
were directing debate as one of their extracurricular 
duties. Only three examined studies, conducted in other 
states, made reference to supplemental pay for sponsoring 
or directing extracurricular speech activities. Kathryn 
Schoen reported that 55% of the speech teachers in Ohio 
received extra pay for duties in speech performed outside 
the classroom.®0 A California study reported 33 speech 
teachers in 86 schools received from $200-$300 extra pay
Olper year for duties with speech outside the classroom.
Thirteen percent of Arizona speech teachers received extra
monetary compensation for work with extracurricular speech 
82activities. Fewer Louisiana speech teachers are paid for 
their duties with extracurricular speech activities than 
speech teachers in Ohio, California, or Arizona. It should 
be noted however that the compensation paid to Louisiana 
teachers that do receive such pay is generally higher than 
that paid in the states mentioned.
Similarities of the Basic Speech Course
In order to determine the content of the basic speech
fin Q1ouSchoen, oj>. cit.. p. 16. 0iGranell, loc. cit.
®^Dulzer, cit.. p. 4-7.
course, as it exists in Louisiana public secondary schools, 
the speech teachers were asked to indicate those areas 
taught most often in this course. The activities indicated 
most often were discussion, extemporaneous speaking, inter­
pretation, conversation, original oratory, and drama. The 
areas least taught, in this the fundamental or basic speech
course, were radio-television, choral reading, debate,
*
storytelling, and parliamentary procedure. In 1961-62,
Gaye Carroll reported three of these same areas taught most 
often in the basic speech course* they were discussion, 
extemporaneous speaking, and interpretative reading.®^
These same areas, with the addition of conversation, were 
reported by Delphin as being taught most often in Negro 
public secondary Speech I courses in Louisiana. It thus 
appears that little change has taken place in the content 
of the fundamental or basic speech course in Negro or white 
public secondary schools in this state in the last ten 
years.
These same areas are taught in the general speech 
course in most of the high schools surveyed in other states. 
In the Northeast, Massachusetts schools include public 
speaking, drama, discussion, and interpretation in the
^^Carroll, o£. cit.. p. 47. 
®^Delphin, op. cit., p.1 62.
85fundamental speech course. ^ Schools in the Midwest re­
ported little difference in course content of the funda­
mental speech class from that of secondary schools in the 
Northeast. The course content of Basic Speech in Michigan
public high schools included public speaking* discussion*
86reading aloud, and voice and diction. Roxanne Plapp
surveyed the public high schools in the Central District of
Missouri and reported content variation of the basic speech
course from school to school. A majority of the schools in
this district however included platform speaking, oral ■
interpretation, voice and diction, discussion, and listening
in the beginning speech course.®”̂ Little change was noted
in course content of the fundamental speech course in
secondary schools of the West and South. A majority of
speech teachers in Arizona include extemporaneous speaking,
oral interpretation, debate, oratory, and drama in the 
88basic course. In the South, Georgia speech courses 
contain activities in voice and articulation, oral inter­
pretation, group discussion, acting, and parliamentary 
procedure.®^ Thus schools in Louisiana emphasize the same 
basic areas in the fundamental speech course that are
®^Sinzinger, o£• cit.. p. 213.
®^Ratliffe and Herman, loc. cit.




emphasised in Massachusetts, Michigan, Missouri, Arizona, 
and Georgia.
Little reference is made in any of the examined 
studies conducted in other states between 1960-69 to the 
textbooks used in the teaching of the fundamental speech 
course. The most frequently used speech textbooks in 
Louisiana public secondary schools were Hedde and Brigance, 
The New American Speech; Irwin and Rosenberger, Modern 
Speech; Martin and Pollock, Speak Up; Robinson and Lee, 
Speech in Action; and Sarett, Poster, and McBurney, Speech; 
A High School Course. Few studies conducted in other 
states made reference to the textbooks used in teaching the 
fundamental speech course. In the Midwest in the secondary 
schools of Indiana, Orban reported Hedde and Brigance*s 
New American Speech as the most extensively used text.^0 
In Missouri high schools two texts are used more frequently 
than others; they are Elson and Peck, The Art of Speaking; 
and Hedde and Brigance, The New American Speech.^ Simi­
larly Hunter^2 lists Elson and Peck, Hedde and Brigance, 
and Sarett, Poster, and McBurney texts most used in Neb­
raska high schools. In the West, Arizona high school 
teachers used most frequently Speech For All by Markert.
90orban» loc. cit. 
^Plapp, op. cit., p. 60. 
92Hunter, loc. cit.
Ill
Twenty-two percent of the speech teachers of this state 
indicated that they do not use any published speech text.^3 
The four leading speech textbooks used in Michigan high 
schools are most like those used in L o u i s i a n a . These 
works are Hedde and Brigance, The Hew American Speech!
Irwin and Rosenberger, Modern Speech! Griffith, Nelson, 
and Stashiff, Your Speech! and Elson and Peck, The Art of 
Speaking, Thus the principal texts used in Louisiana 
public secondary schools are those used most frequently in 
other states.
93Dulzer, loc. cit.
^Ratliffe and Herman, op. cit.. p. 48.
CHAPTER IV
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION
Speech education has changed little in Louisiana 
public secondary schools since 1961-62. At that time a 
study was conducted by Gaye Carroll to determine the 
nature, extent, facilities, and teacher qualifications 
with regard to speech as a curricular offering in this 
state. In 1966-67, Cornelius Delphin conducted a companion 
study to that of Carroll in which he surveyed existing 
speech education in the Negro secondary schools of Louisi­
ana. The present study was conducted in an effort to 
upgrade and expand the reported findings of these earlier 
studies. This work combines all public secondary schools 
Negro and white in order to present as complete a picture 
as possible of the present status of speech education in 
Louisiana.
This study sought to answer the following questions* 
(1) what constitutes the speech course, (2) what are the 
qualifications of the speech teachers, (3) what trends are 
developing in secondary school speech programs within the 
state, and (4) how does the speech programs of Louisiana
112
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compare with studies of similar programs in other states?
The most significant findings of this study possibly 
are to be found in the extent of speech offerings, and the 
number of students enrolled in speech as a curricular 
subject in Louisiana public secondary schools* Schools 
offering speech as a curricular subject increased in number 
from 196^-69 by more than 12#. In 196**, speech was pro­
vided by 33# of the public secondary schools in this state 
with that percentage rising to over **5# by 1969* This 
increase in speech offerings occurred in Negro and white 
schools at both the junior and senior high levels. The 
size of the secondary school played an important role in 
the offering of speech as a curricular subject. Small 
secondary schools with enrollments less than 10G students 
provided speech as a course in less than 13# of the schools 
during the five years period surveyed. Schools with en­
rollments of 100-200 provided this course little more than 
smaller schools, with only 16# teaching speech as an 
academic subject. However over 60# of the schools with 
enrollments between 200-500 provided speech as a part of 
their curricula offerings in 1969* The larger the school 
the higher the percentage providing speech as a classroom 
subject, ranging upward to 100# in schools with enrollments 
in excess of 2000 student population. The .percentage of 
secondary schools providing speech courses for credit in 
Louisiana compares closely with that offered in Nebraska, 
Ohio, and Georgia. Louisiana provides speech as a credit
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course however in fewer secondary schools than most states 
in the Northeast, Midwest, and West* In the ten year 
period surveyed, of studies conducted in other states, only 
Alabama reported a smaller percentage of schools providing 
speech as a curricular offering.
Speech is taught throughout the state but most often 
in the heavily populated parishes. Seven parishes did not 
provide speech in any secondary school in 1964 and three 
none in 1969* In 1964, these parishes were Allen, East 
Feliciana, Grant, Point Coupee, Red River, St. James, and 
St. John. East Feliciana, Point Coupee, and Red River 
still did not offer speech in any secondary school in 1969*
The Louisiana State Department of Education author­
izes the teaching of three elective units of speech In the 
public secondary schools of this state. A few small 
schools still require speech prior to graduation. Schools 
requiring speech for graduation in other states accounted 
for less than 25% of all secondary schools in any given 
state. Louisiana, like most other states provides speech 
as an elective subject in a majority of schools.
Relatively few students enroll in speech as' a class­
room subject in Louisiana public secondary schools. In 
1968-69, 6.8% of the entire school population of this state 
was enrolled in a curricular speech course. In relation­
ship to the students enrolled in curricular speech in Ohio 
(10%) and Alabama (2%) this percentage does not look
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unfavorable. However no other figures for comparison were 
available from the years 1960-69* It should be indicated 
that Louisiana secondary school students do not avail 
themselves of the offerings in speech provided in over 
of the secondary schools of this state.
The speech teacher in Louisiana must hold a valid 
teacher's certificate issued by the Louisiana State 
Department of Education. The requirements for this cer­
tificate include a minimum of eighteen semester hours of 
speech training with the courses pursued including speech 
arts, public address, and dramatics. Not all speech 
teachers in this state meet this requirement. One hundred 
forty-eight of 179 respondents however were certified by 
the State Department of Education. Eighty-one percent of 
these held a bachelors degree with more than eighteen hours 
of speech training. Fewer non-certified speech teachers 
were teaching speech in 19^9 than in previous years. In 
comparison to other states the Louisiana speech teacher is 
well trained with a larger percentage having majors or 
minors in speech than speech teachers in most other states.
Over fifty percent of the secondary school teachers 
of speech in this state have a major in speech. English 
was the most frequent choice to speech in undergraduate 
major or minor. There was a close relationship to the 
field of study in which the speech teacher majored or 
minored and the area in which he practice taught. Less 
than 50% of the reporting teachers practice taught in
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speech. This in part might be the result of less than one- 
third of the secondary schools providing speech as a cur­
ricular subject prior to 1963* With little or no practice 
teaching done outside the parish in which the college or 
university was located many teachers practice taught in 
minor fields of study.
A majority (5k%) of speech teachers in this state 
have taught speech for less than five years, with 21# 
teaching their first year. Only three teachers reported 
having taught speech in excess of twenty-five years. These 
findings are similar to those reported in Ohio, Arizona, 
and Washington and indicate that a rapid turnover of speech 
teachers occurs not only in Louisiana but in other re­
porting states as well.
Like most speech teachers the Louisiana teacher does 
not affiliate to any degree with professional speech 
organizations. The Louisiana Speech Association as the 
state speech association has an affiliation of only 17*5% 
of this states secondary school speech teachers. Less than 
five percent of these same teachers belong to the Speech 
Association of America. Many reporting teachers stated 
they taught less than half their teaching load in speech 
and joined professional organizations in other disciplines. 
Thus like Georgia and Michigan, less (far less) than of 
the speech teachers of Louisiana reap the benefits of the 
professional speech organization.
Extracurricular speech activities are provided in
most secondary schools that offer a basic speech course*
The most frequent activity was drama* provided in over 75# 
of the schools teaching curricular speech. Other extra­
curricular speech activities included individual events, 
debate, broadcasting, and parliamentary procedure. Over 
66% of these same schools engage in competitive programs 
involving extracurricular speech activities. Seventy- 
three percent of the secondary school speech teachers
1
sponsored an extracurricular speech activity, most of 
these without supplemental pay. Extra-compensation was 
payed to only nine teachers in white senior high schools 
and ranged from $100-$500 per year. The schools which paid 
speech teachers for sponsoring an extracurricular activity 
were larger schools with enrollments in excess of 1500
students. All teachers receiving this remuneration stated
*
they directed a high school debate program.
The areas most often taught in the basic or funda­
mental speech course in Louisiana public secondary schools 
includes discussion, extemporaneous speaking, interpre­
tation, conversation, and drama. The greatest amount of 
teaching time was spent in teaching extemporaneous speaking, 
interpretation, and drama. These areas are taught in the 
basic or general speech course taught in Georgia, Arizona, 
Massachusetts, Missouri, and Michigan. The most frequently 
used speech text in Louisiana was Hedde and Brigance's,
The New American Speech.
In summary, the public secondary schools of Louisiana 
have increased the offering of speech slowly but con­
sistently since 196^. This increase has not, however, 
enhanced the position of Louisiana in relationship to the 
offerings of speech by other states. Fewer secondary 
schools provide speech as a curricular offering in this 
state than all other states surveyed in the ten year period 
with the exception of Alabama* Not only do less than a 
majority of the secondary schools provide speech but less 
than 10# of the students in this state avail themselves of 
this opportunity to pursue speech as a curricular subject. 
Most speech teachers of this state are well trained and are 
certified by the State Department of Education. The present 
fundamental speech course in Louisiana is comparable to 
that provided in other states as is the extracurricular 
program that most schools providing curricular speech offer 
to all students. Few trends have developed in speech as a 
curricular offering in this state in the five year period 
surveyed* The greatest need of speech in the public sec­
ondary schools of Louisiana at this time seems to be that 
of students* In most areas, with the exception of the 
amount or quantity of speech offerings and the number of 
students pursuing speech, Louisiana compares favorably with 




1. Speech offerings in Louisiana have increased 
steadily since 1964-. Two hundred twenty-one (33#) of the 
6?0 public secondary schools provided speech as a cur­
ricular subject in 1964-65* In 1965-66 this number in­
creased to 250 (37#) of 662 schools and reached 257 (38#) 
of 673 in 66-67. The greatest yearly increase in speech 
offerings in this state occurred in the 1967-68 school year 
when 284 (43#) of the 655 public secondary schools taught 
some form of speech course. By 1968-69* 45# of the 658 
public secondary schools of Louisiana were providing speech 
as an academic subject. During this five year period, 
speech offerings were increased by 12#. In comparison with 
most other states providing speech offerings, Louisiana 
does not compare favorably.
2. Twenty-six percent of the junior high schools in 
Louisiana provided speech during 1964-67, 37# in 67-68, and 
38# in 1968-69. Only the basic speech course is offered at 
the ninth grade level.
3. Speech was not taught in any public secondary 
school in seven of Louisiana's sixty-four parishes in 1964- 
65» Three parishes still did not provide speech at the 
public secondary school level in 1968-69. These parishes 
were East Feliciana, Point Coupee, and Red River.
4. Speech is provided on alternating years in some 
small (1-100 enrollment) high schools in this state. In
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1968-69» eight schools indicated that this course was 
taught every other year.
5. Schools with enrollments in excess of 500 pro­
vided speech in over 90# of the total number of schools in 
this enrollment range in 1968-69.
6. The Louisiana State Department of Education 
authorizes the public secondary schools to teach three 
elective courses in speech* These courses are Speech I—  
Fundamentals, Speech II— Interpretation and Drama, and 
Speech III— Public Speaking, Debate, and Group Discussion.
7. Speech was a required course in only ten public 
secondary schools in Louisiana during the 1968-69 school 
year. One-half of these schools were predominantly white 
and the other predominantly Negro.
8. Speech I, the fundamental speech course, may be 
scheduled for a whole or half unit of credit. Ninety-eight 
percent of the high schools and all of the junior high 
schools offer speech for two semesters or one unit of 
credit.
9. Among the schools providing speech, the number of 
classes and the type of speech taught is related directly 
to the size of the school. Schools with enrollments of 200 
or less provide the basic speech course most often. Only 
seven percent of these schools taught Speech II in addition 
to the basic course in 1969. No Speech III courses were 
taught in schools with enrollments under 500 students in
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the years 1964 through 1969* The greatest number of 
schools providing all three speech units were those with 
enrollments over 500*
10* In 1968-69, Louisiana public secondary schools 
taught an average of 2.5 speech classes per school that 
provided speech as a curricular subject* The average 
number of speech classes provided by the school was related 
to student population. Schools with enrollments up to 500 
provided from 1.0 to 1.6 classes per school. Schools with 
enrollments of 501-1000 taught 2.6 classes, those with en­
rollments of 1001-2000 averaged 5*1 classes per school, and 
schools over 2000 student population taught 7*5 classes per 
school.
11. The average number of speech classes taught in 
the junior high schools providing speech as a course 
offering in 1964-65 was 2.0 classes. This number remained 
unchanged until 1968-69 when it dropped to 1.6 classes per 
school.
12. The average size of the basic speech course 
taught in the Louisiana public high school in 1968-69 was 
23.8 students. This varies little from the 24.2 students 
per class in 1964-65*
13* The average size of the junior high school 
speech class in 1964-65 was 24*5 students and rose to 25.7 
students in 1968-69*
14. Speech II class size averaged smaller (19*5)
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than Speech I (24.2) in 1964. In 1969* the average Speech 
II class size was 19-4 students.
15* Students pursuing speech as a curricular course 
in Louisiana public secondary schools comprised only 6.8# 
of the entire secondary school population of this state in 
1968-69• This is a slight decrease from the 7*2# of the 
students which enrolled in speech courses in 1967-68, but 
is greater than the percentage (6.3#) pursuing speech in 
1964-65.
16. Students enrolled in the Speech I course 
accounted for 86# of all speech students in 1964-65, 88#
in 66-67* "but dropped to 83# in 1968-69*
17. Speech II and III as a speech course offering in
this state attract a very small percentage of the total
school population. In the years covered by the survey 
(1964-69)* less than 1# of Louisiana's school population 
enrolled in Speech II and less than one-half of one percent 
was enrolled in Speech III.
18. The certification requirements for teaching 
speech in Louisiana public secondary schools include a 
minimum of 18 semester hours of speech training. Non­
certified high school teachers of speech totaled 20.4# of 
all speech teachers in 1964. These non-certified teachers 
of speech increased to 49 in 1965-66, but dropped to 37 in 
66-67* In 1968-69* 15*4# (44 teachers) of all speech 
teachers in this state were non-certified.
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19* In 1964, non-certified teachers accounted for 
22# of all junior high school speech teachers. This number 
decreased to 18# in 1966-67, and to 14# in 1967-68. By 
1969, 20# of all junior high speech teachers were non- 
certified.
20. Speech teachers as a whole in Louisiana have 
sufficient hours of training to become certified by the 
State Department of Education. One hundred forty-six of 
179 high school teachers responding had more than 18 hours 
of speech training, while 33 (18.3#) had less than 18 hours 
of training. Most non-certified teachers were located in 
small rural schools where one basic speech course was 
offered with few students enrolled.
21. Fifty percent of the reporting high school 
speech teachers held undergraduate majors in speech and 
26.7# had an undergraduate minor in speech. English was 
the most frequent choice to speech in undergraduate major 
or minor. Social studies ranked third as an undergraduate 
major or minor field of study by Louisiana public second­
ary school speech teachers.
22. Sixty percent of the junior high school speech 
teachers have an undergraduate major in speech and 30# have 
an undergraduate minor.
23. In 1968-69, 80# of the certified high school 
speech teachers of Louisiana had a bachelors degreej 19.4# 
had a masters degree} and only one teacher held the Ph.D. 
degree.
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24. Louisiana public secondary school speech teachers 
practice taught in speech in 44.9# of the reporting 
teachers.
25. Thirty-nine (21.8#) of 179 high school speech 
teachers supervise at least one student teacher per 
semester. Twenty-four of the 39 have two students per 
semester. Teachers that, supervise student teachers of 
speech have an average of 1.7 students per semester.
26. Fifty-four percent of the high school speech 
teachers in this state have been teaching speech for less 
than five years. Twenty-one percent of these teachers have 
taught speech for only one year.
27. The Louisiana Speech Association, as the state 
speech organization, has an affiliation of 17*5# of the 
secondary school speech teachers. Only 4.1# belonged to 
the Speech Association of America.
28. Seventy-five percent of the senior high schools 
in Louisiana provided drama as an extracurricular activity 
in 1968-69. Fifty-seven percent of the junior highs 
provided this same activity.
29. Individual speech events, including oratorical 
contests, dramatic declamation, interpretation, and rally 
contests were sponsored by 5^# of the high schools. 
Twenty-seven percent of the junior high schools provided 
some form of individual extracurricular speech event.
30. In 1968-69* 37# of the senior highs and 11.5# 
of the junior high schools provided debate as an extra-
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curricular activity*
31* Seventy-three percent of the secondary school 
speech teachers sponsor or aid in sponsoring an extra­
curricular speech activity.
32. Nine speech teachers in the senior high schools 
of Louisiana received extra-compensation for sponsoring 
extracurricular speech events. All indicated dehate as one 
of the events they sponsored. The extra-compensation 
ranged from $100-$500 per year.
33* The Speech I* or fundamental course, most often 
includes a study of discussion, extemporaneous speaking, 
oral interpretation, conversation, and drama.
3^. The areas taught in the basic speech course 
receiving the greatest amount of teacher concentration were 
extemporaneous speaking, oral interpretation, drama, and 
original oratory.
35* Over 66% of all teachers of speech spend more 
than one-half their time in evaluating the oral performance 
of their students.
36. The speech textbooks most frequently used by 
Louisiana public secondary schools are as follows 1
Hedde, Wilhelmina G., and William Norwood Brigance. 
The New American Speech. Revised edition* 
Chicago* J. B. Lippincott Company, 1966.
Irwin, John V*, and Marjorie Rosenberger. Modern
Speech. New York* Holt, Rinehart, and Winston, 
Inc., 1966*
126
Adams, Helen Martin, and Thomas Clark Pollock. Sneak 
Up. Revised edition. New Yorki The Macmillian 
Company, 196^.
Robinson, Karl F., and Charlotte Lee. Speech in 
Action. Evanston, Illinois* Scott, Foresman 
and Company, 1965*
Sarett, Lew, and William Trufant Foster, and James 
H. McBurney. Speech* A High School Coarse. 
Boston* Houghton Mifflin Company, 195&*
37. The most frequently used texts were those 
approved by the Louisiana State Department of Education. 
Seven additional textbooks are also being used that do not 
appear on the approved list.
38. Seventy percent of the teachers of speech in the 
high schools of this state have as a reference work Guide 
for the Teaching of Speech in Louisiana High Schools. 
Ninety-one percent of these teachers indicated that it was 




Alexander* Fred and Thomas Gordon. "The High School Speech 
Teachers in Michigan," The Speech Teacher. IX, 3 
(September, i960) 189-191*
Brooks, William D. "The Status of Speech Courses Offered 
for Credit in the Secondary Schools of Indiana, 1967-68,** Indiana Speech Notes. I (November, 1968), 2-8.
. "The Status of Speech in Secondary 
Schools* A Summary of State Studies,” The Speech 
Teacher, XVIII, 4 (November, 1969), 276-281.
Faust, Remo P., and Robert W. Vogelsang. "The Status of 
Speech in High Schools of the State of Washington," 
The Speech Teacher. XVIII (January, 1969), 50-53*
McManus, Thomas R., and Charles R. Petrie. "Speech Edu­
cation in Ohio High Schools, 1965-66," The Ohio 
Speech Journal, V (1967), 9-14.
Nelson, Oliver W. "An Evaluation of High School Speech 
Training in Washington," The Speech Teacher, IX 
(September, i960) 178-182.
Ogilvie, Mardel. "The StatUB of Speech in Secondary
Schools* A Symposium," The Speech Teacher. XVIII 
(January, 1969), 39-44.
Ratliffe, Sharon A., and Deldee M. Herman. "The Status of 
Speech in High Schools of Michigan," The Speech 
Teacher. XVIII (January, 1969)* 45-49*
Ritter, Paul J. "Speech Education in the Public Secondary 
Schools with Emphasis on the Training of Teachers of 




Schoen, Kathryn T. "Ohio Secondary Speech Education*
Perceptions and Status*" The Ohio Speech Journal,
V (1967), 15-20.
Sinzinger, Richard A. "Speech Programs in Massachusetts
High Schools,H The Speech Teacher, XVIII (September, 
1969), 213-216.
Speech Association of America Interest Group* Speech in 
the Secondary School. "Fundamentals of Speech* A 
Basic Course for High Schools," The Speech Teacher. 
VIII, 2 (March, 1959).
B. UNPUBLISHED MATERIALS
Axon, David. "Changes in Speech Education in the Public 
Secondary Schools of Massachusetts from 1957-1961." 
Unpublished Master's thesis, Pennsylvania State 
University, University Park, 1961.
Brown, Woody G. "A Survey of Speech Education in the
Louisiana Public High Schools 1965-66." Unpublished 
Master's thesis, East Texas State College, Commerce, 
1967.
Carroll, Gaye. "A Survey of Speech Education in Grades
9 - 1 2  in Louisiana." Unpublished Master's thesis, 
Louisiana State University, Baton Rouge, 1963*
Carstens, Gerald. "A Survey of Speech Training in South 
Dakota High Schools." Unpublished Master's thesis, 
University of South Dakota, Vermillion, 1965.
Delphin, Cornelius J. "A Survey of Speech Education in the 
Negro High Schools of Louisiana, 1966 - 67." Un­
published Master's thesis, Louisiana State University, 
Baton Rouge, 1967•
Dulzer, Marie Ann. "A Survey of Speech Education in the
Secondary Schools of Arizona." Unpublished Master's 
thesis, University of Arizona, Tucson, 1963*
Granell, Lee Edward. "A Survey of Speech Education in the 
California Public Senior High Schools, 1962 - 63." 
Unpublished" Ph.D. thesis, University of Southern 
California, Los Angeles, 196 .̂
Hahn, Nancy L. "The Status of Junior High School Speech in 
Arizona and a Suggested Syllabus for the Junior High 
School Speech Class." Unpublished Master's thesis, 
University of Kansas, Lawrence, 1966.
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Hunter* Frank A. "A Survey of Speech Education in the
Secondary Schools of Nebraska." Unpublished Master’s 
thesis# University of Nebraska# Lincoln, 1962.
Linn, James L. "A Survey of Speech Education in the Calif­
ornia Senior High Schools# 1962 - 63*H Unpublished 
Ph.D. thesis* University of Southern'California,
Los Angeles* 1964*
Logue, Calvin M. "A Survey of Speech Education in the 
Accredited Public White Schools of Alabama." Un­
published Master's thesis, Florida State University, 
Tallahassee* 1961.
Louisiana State Department of Education. "Guide for the 
Teaching of Speech in Louisiana High Schools 
(Revised)." Baton Rougei Louisiana State Department 
of Education Bulletin* 1024.
Orban, Donald K. "A Survey of Speech Education in the
Secondary Schools of Indiana." Unpublished Master's 
thesis* Indiana University# Bloomington, I96I.
Plapp, Roxanne. "A Survey of Speech Education in the 
Public High Schools in the Central District of 
Missouri." Unpublished Master's thesis, Central 
Missouri State College, Warrensburg, 1967•
"Principal's Annual Reports to the State Department of
Education." Baton Rouge 1 State Department of Edu­
cation of Louisiana# 1964-69* (Mimeographed*)*
Sattler# John Crockett. "A Survey of Curricular Speech in 
Michigan's Public Accredited High Schools, 1962 - 63." Unpublished Master's thesis, University of 
Michigan, Ann Arbor# 1963*
Schoen, Kathryn T. "Perception of Speech Education in Ohio 
Secondary Schools." Unpublished Ph.D. thesis, Ohio 
State University, Columbus, 1965*
Spell, G. R. "A Survey and Analysis of Public Secondary 
School Speech in Georgia." Unpublished Master's 
thesis# University of Georgia# Athens, 196?.
Tokheim, Mary. "Speech in the Junior High School* A
Critical Study." Unpublished Master's thesis* St. 




I am conducting a Survey and Analysis of Speech 
Education in the Public High Schools of Louisiana. 
This survey covers a five-year period, from 196k to 1969* and should yield valuable information con­
cerning the progress of speech training in the Public 
High Schools of this State. Would you please assist 
me by filling out the enclosed questionnaire? This 
information will be considered confidential.
I would appreciate your cooperation and prompt­







In early April a letter was mailed to you re­
questing information relative to a survey of Speech 
Education in our state*
Fearing that the request was misplaced or lost 
I am enclosing another copy of the questionnaire. A 
copy of the original communication to you appears at 
the bottom of this letter.
In order to have as complete a report as possible 
from all schools I am making this second request.
Your cooperation in returning this questionnaire as 




I am conducting a Survey and Analysis of Speech 
Education in the Public High Schools of Louisiana. 
This survey covers a five-year period, from 196b to 1969, and should yield valuable information con­
cerning the progress of speech training in the Public 
High Schools of this State. Would you please assist 
me by filling out the enclosed questionnaire. This 
information will be considered confidential.
I would appreciate your cooperation and prompt­





Name of School___________________________ Parish _________
Is there a required speech course in your school? _______
At what grade level? ___________ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
For how long? 6 weeks 12 weeks 1 semester 2 semesters
How many units of speech are offered at your school?
If more than one speech course is offered, what is the 
nature of the course(s)?
( ) Drama ( ) Advanced Public Speaking
( ) Debate ( ) Radio-TV
( ) Other
What is the approximate percentage of time which the 
student spends in performance?
( ) 1/8 { ) 1/4
( ) 1/3 ( ) 1/2
( ) 2/3 ( ) 3/4
Please check the areas listed below which are taught in 
your Speech I course.
( ) Conversation ( ) Parliamentary Procedure
( ) Discussion ( ) Pantomime
( ) Debate ( ) Drama
( ) Extemporaneous ( ) Radio-TV
Speaking ( ) Storytelling
( ) Original Oratory ( ) Choral Reading 
{ ) Interpretation
Which of the above do you spend the greatest amount of time 
teaching? Indicate with an X.
Please give the title, author, and copyright date of the 
textbooks used in the speech courses taught in your school.
Title Copyright Author
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Do you have a competitive speech program with other schools?
Check the speech activities offered at your school (extra­
curricular) •
( ) Drama ( ) Discussion
( ) Individual Events ( ) Radio-TV
( ) Debate ( ) Parliamentary Law
Do you have a copy of the Louisiana State Department of 
Education's Bulletin entitled "Guide for the Teaching of 
Speech in Louisiana High Schools," 196**? _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
Do you use this guide in your teaching of speech? _______
How many years have you taught speech? ___________________
In Louisiana? ______________
Did you do practice teaching in speech? ______________
What is your undergraduate major? _________ Minor? _______
What degrees do you hold? BA MA Other ________________
What professional speech organizations are you affiliated 
with?
Other than speech, what subjects do you presently teach?
How many speech classes per day do you teach? _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
Are you certified by the state to teach speech? _ _ _ _ _ _ _
Do you sponsor an extra-curricular speech activity? ______
Is extra pay involved? _______________________________
Approximately how much for the academic year? ____________
How many hours (approximately) have you had in speech 
training?
( ) Less than five ( ) Between ten and eighteen
( ) Between five and ( ) More than eighteen 
ten
Do you supervise student teacher(s) in speech? ___________
How many? _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
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From what institute? _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ „ _
What is the foremost need of the speech department of your 
school?
How has speech as a course changed at your school in the 
five years?
( ) Increased number of students 
( ) Increased number of teachers 
( ) Addition of new courses (name them) •
( ) Begun competitive speech program 
( ) Discontinued competitive speech program 
( ) No longer a required course 
( ) Other ^























Carrie Martin High 
Plain Dealing, La.
Charlotte Mitchell High 
Bossier City, La.
C. H. Irion High 
Benton, La.
































De Soto High 
Mansfield* La*
Second Word High 
Gloster, La.





McKinley Junior High 
Baton Rouge* La.









Valley Park Junior High 
Baton Rouge, La.
Evangeline Parish
James Stephens High 
Ville Platte, La.
Iberia Parish












Bunche Village Junior 
High 
Metairie, La.








Paul Breaux High 
Lafayette* La.
Lafourche Parish
























Alfred Lawless Junior 
High 
New Orleans, La.
Andrew J• Bell Junior 
High 
New Orleans, La.
Booker T. Washington 
High 
New Orleans, La.
Carter G. Woodson 
Junior High 
New Orleans, La*
G. Washington Carver 
High 
New Orleans, La.
Joseph S. Clark High 
New Orleans, La.
L. B. Landry High 
New Orleans, La.
McDonogh No. 35 High 
New Orleans, La.
Samuel J. Green High 
New Orleans, La.







Carter C. Raymond High 
Lecompte, La.
Crepe Myrtle High 
Fineville, La.
Jones Street Junior 
High 
Alexandria, La.














Fifth Ward High 
Reserve, La.
St. Landry Parish
Charles Drew High 
Eunice, La.
Carter G* Woodson High 
Lawtell, La.
St. Landry Parish (Continued)




Paul L. Dunbar High 
Washington, La.
St. Martin Parish
Adam Carlson High 
St. Martinville, La.
G. W. Carver High 
Breaux Bridge, La.
St. Mary’s Parish





West Side High 
Amite, La.
Tensas Parish









Washington Parish High 
Franklinton, La.















Central Memorial High 
Bogalusa, La.
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Acadia Parish
















Gonzales Junior High 
Gonzales, La.
St. Amant Jr. High 
St. Amant, La.
























Plain Dealing High 
Plain Dealing, La.
Caddo Parish




Captain Shreve High 
Shreveport, La.
Fair Park High 
Shreveport, La.
Lakeshore Junior High 
Shreveport, La.
Linwood Junior High 
Shreveport, La.
Midway Junior High 
Shreveport, La.
Caddo Parish (Cont'd)




Oak Terrace Junior High 
Shreveport, La.












La Grange High 
lake Charles, La.





































East Baton Rouge Parish
Baker High 
Baker, La.
Baton Rouge High 
Baton Rouge, La.
Broadmoor Junior High 
Baton Rouge, La.




East Baton Rouge Parish 
(Cont'd)
Glen Oaks High 
Baton Rouge* La.




Prescott Junior High 
Baton Rouge, La.
Robert E. Lee High 
Baton Rouge* La.






































East Jefferson High 
Metairie, La.
George A. Cox Junior 
High 
Gretna, La.
Grace King High 
New Orleans, La.
Grand Isle High 
Grand Isle* La.
Fisher No. 1 Junior 
High 
Lafitte* La.
Jefferson Junior High 
New Orleans* La.
Jefferson Parish (Cont'd)
John Q. Adams Junior 
High 
Metairie, La*
Kenner Junior High 
Kenner, La.
L. W. Higgins High 
New Orleans, La.




Stella E. Worley Junior 
High 
Westwego, La.
T. H. Harris Junior 
High 
Metairie, La.


























Central Lafourche High 
Mathews, La.
Golden Meadow Junior 
High
Golden Neadow, La.




































Alcee Fortier High 
New Orleans, La.
Benjamin Franklin High 
New Orleans, La.
C. J. Colton Junior 
High 
New Orleans, La.
Edna Karr Junior High 
New Orleans, La.
Eleanor McMain Junior 
High 
New Orleans, La.
Francis T. Nicholl High 
New Orleans, La.
Frances W. Gregory 
Junior High 
New Orleans, La.
John F. Kennedy High 
New Orleans, La.
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John McDonogh High 
New Orleans, La.
Joseph Kohn Junior 
High 
New Orleans, La.
L. E. Rabouin High 
New Orleans, La.
Live Oak Junior High 
New Orleans, La.
Marion Abramson High 
New Orleans, La.
Martin Behrman High 
New Orleans, La.
McDonogh No. 28 Junior 
High 
New Orleans, La.
P. A. Capdau Junior 
High 
New Orleans, La.
Warren Easton High 
New Orleans, La.
Ouachita Parish
Ouachita Parish High 
Monroe, La.
Southside High - L.T.I. 
Monroe, La.





































Andrew Jaclcson High 
Chalmette* La.



































St. Martin Parish (Cont'd)






































Evergreen Junior High 
Houma, La.



































West Baton Rouge Parish
Brusiy High 
Brusly# La. -
Port Allen High 
Port Allen, La.
West Feliciana Parish























Parish 6̂ -65 65-66 66-67 67-68 68-1
Allen * # st * st
Ascension * * st
Assumption * * st st st
Bienville *
Cameron * * * * *
Catahoula *• * * * *
Claiborne *
Concordia * *
East Carroll * * *
East Feliciana * * st st st
Evangeline st *
Franklin st st st st
Grant * * * * *
Iberville *
Jackson *
Lafourche » st st *
Jefferson *
Jefferson Davis *
La Salle * * * *
Livingston * # st st
Madison * ■fi­
Morehouse *
Plaquemines it # ■fi­ st *
Point Coupee * * st * *
Red River ■fi­ * st * st
Richland st st 4 * st
St. Bernard st st * * st
St. Charles * * * *
St. Helena * * it st
St. James * st *
St. John * *
St. Martin * st «
St. Tammany * st st st
B-l (Continued)
Parish 64-65 65-66 66-67 67-68 68-69
Tensas # * « »
Vermillion * * «- * *
Vernon * * » * *
Webster *
West Baton Rouge # *
West Carroll * * *
West Feliciana * *
Winn #
Total Parishes 35 29 28 22 22
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B-2
PARISHES WITH NO SPEECH COURSES IN WHITE 
PUBLIC SECONDARY SCHOOLS
Parish 64-65 65—66 66-67 67-68 68-69
Allen * * *
Bienville * * * *
East Feliciana * * * «
Evangeline *
Grant « * * *
Plaquemines # *
Point Coupee * * « * #
Red River * * * * *
St* Helena * * #
St. James *
St* John * * *
Total Parishes 10 6 9 6 5
PARISHES NOT OFFERING !SPEECH IN ANY
PUBLIC SECONDARY SCHOOL
Parish 64-65 65-66 66-67 67-68 68-69
Allen * * *
East Feliciana * * « * «
Grant * * « *
Plaquemines # *
Point Coupee * * * * *
Red River * * * * *
St. Helena * *
St* James «
St• John *
Total Parishes 7 6 7 5 3
B-3
I5f
NUMBER OF SCHOOIS AND PROPORTION OF 









........ ■*7♦♦64-65 4 3 75 - - -♦♦65-66 4 3 75 - - - -1-100 66-67 4 4 100 - - - -
67-68 2 2 100 - - - -
68-69 2 2 100 - - -
64-65 5 4 80 1 20 _65-66 7 6 86 1 14 - -101-200 66-67 8 6 75 2 25 — -67-68 8 6 75 2 25 - -
68-69 8 6 75 2 25 — -
64-65 27 23 85 4 15 _ _65-66 32 26 81 6 19 - -201-500 66-67 28 23 83 5 17 - -67-68 45 36 80 9 20 - -
68-69 44 35 80 9 20 •m -
64-65 17 14 79 3 21 **65-66 22 19 86 3 14 - -501-1000 66-67 26 23 89 3 11 - -67-68 21 17 81 4 19 — -
68-69 24 14 58 10 42 - -
64-65 8 1 13 7 87 _ _65-66 8 2 25 6 75 - -1001-2000 66-6? 10 5 50 3 30 2 2067-68 11 6 55 4 36 1 968-69 11 4 36 7 64 - -
64-65 w»65-66 2 1 50 1 50 - -2001 and 66-67 2 1 50 1 50 - -above 67-68 1 - 1 100 - -
68-69 2 ** 2 100 — —
♦Includes Junior High School Speech I offerings "by 
enrollment*
♦♦Indicates less than 1009? because one school offered
a half unit of credit for Speech I.
B-4
NUMBER OP SCHOOLS AND PROPORTION OP 








SZZZZ3ZZZ"-S4-S5 6 100 — - — -
**65-66 13 12 92 - - - -1-100 66-67 10 10 100 - — - —
**6?-68 15 14 93 - - - -
68-69 15 15 100 - — - -
**64-65 19 18 95 _ _ _65—66 18 18 100 - - - -
101-200 66-67 19 19 100 - - -67-68 15 15 100 - - - -68-69 21 21 100 - — - -
64-65 70 6? 96 3 4 tm _**65-66 77 69 90 7 9 -201-500 **66-67 75 62 83 12 16 — -**67-68 85 72 85 12 14 - -68-69 86 71 83 15 18 - -
64-65 38 19 50 14 37 5 1365-66 36 20 56 13 36 3 8501-1000 66-67 36 20 56 14 39 2 567-68 43 22 42 16 47 5 1268-69 41 19 46 17 42 5 12
64-65 23 2 9 7 30 14 6165-66 29 9 31 8 28 12 411001-2000 66-6? 28 2 10 11 37 15 5367-68 33 5 15 14 43 14 4268-69 36 5 14 14 39 17 47
64-65 4 _ 3 75 1 2565-66 5 - - 3 60 2 402001 and 66-67 5 <u - - 5 100above 67-68 5 - - 2 40 3 6068-69 4 — — — — 4 100
♦Includes Junior High School Speech I offerings by 
enrollment.
•♦Indicates less than 100# because one school offered
a half unit of credit for Speech I.
B-5
NUMBER AND TYPES OF SPEECH CLASSES BY ENROLMENT
NEGRO
Enrollment Speech________Speech_______Speech_______Speech_______Speech
1 2 3 1 2 3 1 2 3 1 2 3 l ' 2 3
1-100 1 1 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0
101-200 6 1 0 9 1 0 7 2 0 8 2 0 7 0 0
201-500 26 3 0 26 4 0 31 3 0 50 8 0 49 9 0
501-1000 26 4 0 33 5 0 44 5 0 40 5 0 40 11 0
1001-2000 39 10 0 35 7 0 32 4 2 37 6 1 36 7 1
2001 and 
ahove
0 0 0 9 0 0 9 2 0 7 2 0 11 3 0
Junior
Highs 22 - - 17 - - 20 - - 26 - - 14 ** , -
VjiVji
B-6









1-100 6 0 3 13 0 0 9 0 0 12 0 0 12 0 0
101-200 15 0 0 13 0 0 13 0 0 9 0 0 14 0 0
201-500 60 6 3 80 9 2 81 15 0 77 12 0 76 16 0
501-1000 75 18 70 13 2 91 17 1 90 23 4 88 19 3
1001-2000 82 2k 9 91 2k 13 92 30 14 119 37 15 130 39 21
2001 and 
above 31 7
1 28 10 2 30 9 k 2k 9 3 20 7 k
Junior
Highs 57 - - 63 - - 75 - 79 - - 66 - -
HV-nON
B-7
AVERAGE NUMBER OF SPEECH CLASSES TAUGHT PER SCHOOL
NEGRO
y»T, i a a a a a — e s a a s a M g s a t t s g M B n B B a K a s ^ !  a a j ii .."Ji .ih  a s a c a s g g a a — M a a a a a a 1. taiif: iblNumber Number Average Number
of of of


















1-100 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
101-200 7 10 9 10 7 5 6 7 7 7 1.4 1.7 1.3 1.4 1.0
201-500 29 30 3^ 58 58 19 27 22 36 36 1.5 1.1 1.5 1.6 1.6
501-1000 *30 38 49 45 51 16 20 25 21 23 1.9 1.9 2.0 2.1 2.2
1001-2000 49 42 38 44 48 8 8 10 10 11 6.1 5-3 3.8 4.4 4.4
2001 and 
above
0 9 11 9 14 0 2 2 1 1 0.0 4.5 5*5 9.0 4.0
Junior
Highs
22 17 20 26 14 11 10 10 10 10 2.0 1.? 2.0 2.6 1.4
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B-8
AVERAGE NUMBER OF SPEECH CLASSES TAUGHT PER SCHOOL
WHITE
Number Number Average Number
of of of
Enrollment  Speech Classes School's with Speech_______Speech Classes
m sM3i■3-M3
















1-100 9 13 9 12 12 6 13 8 12 12 1.5 1.0 1 . 1 1.0 1.0
101-200 15 13 13 9 15 15 15 13 10 14 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1 . 1
201-500 69 91 96 89 92 48 52 54 56 59 1.4 1.5 1 . 8 1 . 6 1 . 6
501-1000 9? 85 109 117 110 38 36 36 41 39 2 . 6 2.4 3.0 2.9 2.8
1001-2000 115 128 1 3 6 171 190 22 24 26 33 36 5-2 5*3 5.2 5.2 5.3
2001 and 
above 39




















64-65 2,412 98 24.665-66 2,752 113 24.3Speech I 66-6? 3,117 123 25.367-68 3,415 140 23.768-69 3,399 141 24.1
64-65 364 19 19.565-66 387 17 22.8Speech II 66-67 345 16 21.467-68 490 23 21.3
68-69 612 30 20.4
64-6565-66 - - -
Speech III 66-67 24 2 12.067-68 11 1 11.0
68-69 16 1 16.0
64-65 551 22 25.0Junior High 65-66 478 17 28.1Speech 66-67 514 20 25.767-68 66 9 26 25.768-69 389 14 27.8
A combined class of Speech I & II was taught in 1965- 
66 with an enrollment of 33 which does not appear in the 




AVERAGE SPEECH CLASS SIZE 
WHITE
Number Number Average 
Offerings of of Class





















6,721 279 24.07,114 295 24.1





1.395 79 17.71,560 82 19.0
3^3 20 17.2320 19 16.8
313 19 I6.5








103 5 20.638 2 19*0
1,371 57 24.0
1,519 63 24.11,876 75 25.0
1,918 79 24.61,564 66 23.7
B-ll
PERCENT OF STUDENTS ENROLLED IN SPEECH I


























1964-65 72,901 2,963 4.06 129,848 8,092 6.23 202,749 11*055 5.^5
1965-66 75*748 3*230 4.26 131*528 8,633 6.56 207,276 11,863 5.72
1966-67 78,071 3*631 4.65 135*151 9*175 6.79 213,222 12,806 6.01
1967-68 81,132 4,084 5.03 142,046 9*668 6.81 223,178 13*752 6.16
1968-69 83,442 3*788 4.53 148,571 9*223 6.20 232,013 13*011 5.60
♦As taken from the Annual Reports, Sessions 1964-69* Louisiana State 
Department of Education.


































1964-65 72,901 364 .500 129,848 1,078 .830 202,749 1,442 .071
1965-66 75*748 387 .500 131,528 1,093 .830 207,276 1,480 .071
1966-67 78,071 345 .440 135,151 1,315 .970 213,222 1,660 .077
1967-68 81,132 490 .600 142,046 1,395 .980 223,178 1,885 .084
1968-69 83,442 612 .733 148,571 1,560 1.05 232,013 2,172 .936
♦As taken from the Annual Reports# Sessions 1964-69, Louisiana State 
Department of Education.













64-65 1 9 365-66 1 14 1
Negro 66-6? 2 9 167-68 1 11 268-69 0 9 2
64-65 3 22 565-66 4 24 5White 66-67 1 20 467-68 2 20 368-69 4 25 4
Junior High
64-65 0 3 065-66 0 2 0
Negro 66-67 0 1 067-68 0 1 068-69 0 2 0
64-65 0 5 065-66 1 6 0
White 66-67 1 5 167-68 2 4 068-69 1 6 0
Combined
64-65 4 31 8High 65-66. 5 38 6School 66-6?' 3 29 5
67-68 3 31 568-69 4 34 6
64-65 0 8 0Junior 65-66 ' 1 8 0
High 66-67 1 6 167-68 2 5 068-69 1 8 1
♦As reported toy the Principal's Annual Reports, 
1964-69.
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(N= 48) 28 58.3 20 41.7
Jr. High 
(N= 6) 2 33-3 4 66.7
White Teachers
High School 
(N= 120) 46 38.3 74 61.7
Jr. High 
(N= 24) 13 54.2 11 45.8
Combined Teachers
High School 
(N= 168) 74 44.0 94 56.0
Jr. High 




No* of Teachers 
Supervising 
(Per Semester)
































EXTRACURRICULAR SPEECH ACTIVITIES 









Drama 37 90,2 86 71.7 123 74.4
Individual
Events 22 53*7 65 54.2 87 5^-3
Dehate 16 39.2 42 35.0 58 36.0
Discussion 11 26.8 8 6.7 19 11.8
Radio-TV 2 4.9 15 12.5 17 10.6
Parliamentary
Procedure 9.8 15 12.5 19 11.8
C N—6) (N=22) (N*28)
Junior Hieh
Drama 6 100.0 9 40.9 15 57.7
Individual
Events 3 50.0 4 18.2 7 26.9
Dehate - - 3 13-6 3 11.5
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C-5
SCHOOLS WITH COMPETITIVE SPEECH PROGRAMS
Number With Percent with




Negro 41 35 85*4
White 148 93 62.8
Combined I89 128 66.0
Junior High 
(N= 287"^
Negro 6 1 16.?
White 22 4 18.2
Combined 28 5 17*9
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C-6
SPEECH TEACHERS SPONSORING 







(N= 3*0 3^ 87.2
Junior High 
(N= 8) 6 66.6
White
High School 
(N= 146) 101 69.2
Junior High 
(N= 31) 10 32.3
Combined
High School 
(N= 185) 135 73-0
Junior High 
(N= 39) 16 46.2
C-7
AREAS OF GREATEST CONCENTRATION OF TEACHING TIME IN SPEECH I
!■' i 'iM iin n i ii ec— a g B MMMMw a w —High Schools Junior High Schools
Negro White Combined Negro White Combined
Area N=45 . N:=110 N=155 N-6 N==22 N-28
% # s* t * # . $ # sT # *
Conversation 8 17.8 5 4.5 13 8.4 3 50.0 1 4.5 4 14.3
Discussion 11 24.4 17 15.5 28 18.1 3 50.0 2 9.1 5 17.9
Debate 3 6.7 17 15.5 20 12.9 3 50.0 2 9.1 5 17.9
Extemporaneous 
Speaking 18 40.0 42 38.2 60 38.7 3 0.0 9 40.9 12 42.9
Original Oratory 7 15.6 27 24.5 3^ 21.9 - - 3 13.6 3 10.7
Interpretation 10 22.2 28 25.4 38 24.5 4 66.6 6 27-3 10 35.7
Parliamentary
Procedure 2 4.4 2 1.8 4 2.6 - - 2 9*1 2 7.1
Pantomime 2 4.4 2 1.8 4 2.6 3 50.0 3 13.6 6 21.4
Drama 13 38.9 26 23.6 39 25.2 4 66.6 6 27.3 10 35.7
Radio-TV
1
- 3 2.7 3 1.9
Storytelling 1 2.2 1 .90 2 1.3 - - 2 9.1 2 7.1
Choral Reading - - 1 .90 1 .64 — — 1 4.5 1 3.6 170
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